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Current Topics. 


New Trustee Investments. 

It witu be seen from notices which we print elsewhere that 
Victorian Government 44 per cent Inscribed Stock, 1920-25, 
and Union of South Africa 44 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 
1920-25, have been added to the list of trustee investments. 


Lord Buckmaster. 

Tue Lord Chancellor, Sir Stantey Buckmaster, has been 
raised to the peerage by the style of Baron BuckmasTER oF 
CHEDDINGTON in the county of Buckingham. We assume that 
| CHEDDINGTON will not be de rigueur as in the case of the place 
names of some other legal peers, and that we shall be able to 
speak of Lord Buckmaster without more. The new Lord 
Chancellor has thus fo'lowed what we recently pointed out was 
the more excellent way for a peer, and has retained the name 
under which as a commoner he has won distinction, 





Politics and Judicial Office. 

WE HAVE not been concerned to make any reference to the 
trouble, now happily ended, over the Irish Lord Chanceller- 
ship, but we can hardly allow to pass unnoticed the statement 
that Mr. J. H. Camppeti, K.C., is to be consoled at some 
future time with a high judicial appointment in England. If 
such an arrangement has been made, it is purely a political 
matter, and, though the circumstances of political life make it 
inevitable that on a change of Government some judicial 
appointments should be based on political grounds as well as 
on personal merit, there is strong objection to drawing on the 
future for claims which cannot be met at the moment. We 
are not aware that Mr. CampBeLL’s position at the Bar in this 
country—however great his personal qualifications—is such as 
to entitle him to look for appointment to the Supreme Court, 
and there remains only the House of Lords should Lord 
ATKINSON see fit to retire. But this is not a matter for profit- 
able speculation. The point is that it is wrong in principle 
to make the reversion to judicial office a matter of political 
bargaining, even for the purposes of a Coalition Government, 
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Claims against Enemies Abroad. 

We print elsewhere a notice that the Public Trustee has 
arranged to keep a record (a) of debts (including bank 
balances) due to British subjects from persons residing in enemy 
countries, and (4) of other property in enemy countries (in- 
cluding securities) belonging to British subjects. We presume 
that this is intended as a step towards some sort of a clearing 
house at the end of the war for debts due to British subjects 
from enemies abroad. At the present time the Public Trustee 
has records of some £97,000,000 of property in this country 
belonging to enemies (ante, p. 515), and this forms a fund 
against which claims of British subjects against enemies abroad 
might conceivably be cleared. Of course, these claims would 
have to be properly established, and the Public Trustee quite 
distinctly intimates that the acceptance by him of the particu- 
lars of a claim in no way commits the Government. to respon 
sibility for its correctness, or to taking any action for its re- 
covery on the conclusion of hostilities or otherwise. There is, 


we presume, no desire in any event to confiscate enemy private 
property simply as a measure of confiscation, though it is con 


ceivable that appropriation of such property to answer claims 
here might become a practicable measure, leaving any indi 
vidual wronged to look for indemnity to his own Government 
But this at present is all in the future, and at the close of the 
war the desire, we hope, of the Governments of belligerent 
States will be to avoid loss to private individuals. 
Fresh Issues of Capital and the Treasury Sanction. 
A SOMEWHAT curious position has arisen with regard to the 
Treasury restriction on fresh issues of capital. On 19th Janu- 
ary the Treasury made an announcement that all fresh issues 
of capital must first be approved by them, This was put upon 
the ground of the ‘‘ paramount necessity for husbanding the 
financial resources of the country with a view to the successful 
prosecution of the war,’’ and a Committee, of which Lord 
St. ALpwyn is chairman, was appointed to consider and advise 
upon applications for approval of fresh issues. It was seen at 
the time that the measure had no statutory or other legal sanc 
tion, and this was recognized by the late Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in the House of Commons on 18th May (ante, 
p. 498), and appears also to have been admitted in Court this 
Kast Indies Commercial Co. v. Nilambur Rubber 
Estates (Limited) (Times, 17th inst.). A certain indirect 
sanction was, however, introduced by the clause in the Stock 
Exchange Temporary Regulations (clause 4 (3)), which pro- 
hibits dealings in new issues unless they are approved by the 
Treasury. This, however, not touch any issue where 
Stock Exchange dealings are not required, and ‘as to such the 
Treasury or better, perhaps, 
mere advice—unless, by Mr. Ltoyp 
Grorcer, it can be reached by some special fiscal burden. This, 
however, is a and unlikely course. It appears from 
the Press that one such issue has been advertised without the 
sanction of the Treasury, and the Treasury have attempted 
to enforce their rule by issuing a warning to investors. But 
this is undignified, and may be futile. It seems clear that if 
the approval of the Treasury is really required in the national 
interest, statutory sanction should have been obtained for it in 
the same way as for other war measures. 
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The United States and Germany. 

We satp last week, before seeing the text of the United 
States reply to Germany, that the fact of Mr. Bryan’s refusal 
to concur in it and his consequent retirement gave some hint of 
But the publication of the Note has 
shewn that as to its being an advance on the 
previous Note is quite wrong. Both, indeed, are framed in 
dignified and forcible language, but we doubt whether the 
second Note is in the least more forcible than the first. The 
first. emphasized the fact that submarine warfare as practised 
by Germany was inconsistent with humanity and the recog- 
nized practices of war; it insisted that American citizens were 
entitled to travel in safety in passenger ships of belligerent 
nationality, and that the German Government would be held 


its insistent character 
the surmise 


‘ 


to “‘ strict accountability.’’ But it gave Germany the chance 
of disowning the acts of her naval officers and of making 
reparation as far as possible for injuries which were ‘‘ without 
measure.’’ To this Germany returned an evasive answer, 
alleging various incidents in connection with The Lusitania 
which were said to justify the attack on her: that she was 
armed, and that she carried contraband and Canadian troops. 
To these allegations the United States second Note returns a 
categorical denial, while at the same time it properly treats 
them as irrelevant. Whatever may be the other facts regard- 
ing The Lusitania, ‘‘ the principal fact is that a great steamer, 
primarily and chiefly for the conveyance of passengers, carrying 
more than 1,000 souls who had no part or lot in the conduct 
of the war, was torpedoed and sunk without so much as a 
challenge or warning, and that men, women, and children were 
sent to their death in circumstances unparalleled in modern 
warfare.’’ This, of course, is the outstanding fact, and in in. 
sisting on it the Government of the United States says that 
it ‘‘is contending for something much greater than the mere 
rights of property and the privileges of commerce. It is con 
tending for nothing less high and sacred than the rights of 
humanity which every Government honours itself in respect- 
ing, which no Government is justified in resigning on behalf 
of those under its care and authority. Only her actual resist- 
ance to capture or refusal to stop when ordered to do so for 
the purpose of visit could have afforded the commander of the 
submarine any justification for so much as putting the lives of 
those on board the sh’p in jeopardy.’’ This is saying over 
again, in no stronger language, what had been already said 
in the first Note, and Mr. Bryan’s resignation remains 
for the present unexplained. It seems probable that, 
partly by delay, and partly by the efforts of Germany to 
confuse the issue by complaining of the British blockade—tself 
a measure of reprisal against Germany’s initial violation of 
the rules of war and the principles of humanity—T7/he Lusi- 
tania incident will gradually fade into the background. We 
are not sure that, as between the United States and Germany, 
we have reason to wish for any other result. The sinking of 
The Lusitania, and the wrongs to non-combatants elsewhere, 
are crtmes which Germany will not quickly expiate, and which 
will not be forgotten, and no action on the part of the United 
States can undo them. 


Magna Carta. 


THERE OccURRED this week the seventh centenary of Magna 
Carta, which King Joun signed at Runny mede on 15th June, 1215. 
That famous document has long been regarded as the Palladium 
of British Liberties, and yet there is not one of our great 
historical documents the precise origin and intent of which bas 
causéd so great a difference of opinion among scholars. It is not 
even certain who precisely were the “ Barons” who forced the 
King to place his hand and seal upon the Charter ; according to 
one theory they were the “ barcnes” or “ freemen ” of England, 
nobles, yeomen and burghers alike, as opposed to the “ villeins 
and holders of “ villein” tenancies ; according to another—and 
probably sounder—theory they were the tenants-in-chief of the 
Crown or possessors of manorial rights. These included, of 
course, the Greater Barons or holders of six manors, the lesser 
barons or holders of a single manor, the ecclesiastical corporations 
who possesed secular (i.¢., manorial) jurisdiction on their domains, 
and such of the municipal corporations as had bought of the 
King or a great lord (lay or spiritual) the “ firma burgensis, 0 
manorial rights over their town. Another point in dispute 's 
whether the Charter was a democratic achievement intended to 
safeguard the rights of the people, or a feudal and reactionary 
triumph of the landed gentry over the Crown which was maintain 
ing popular rights. The former view is the traditional view, 
best and most unequivocally expressed by Sir EDWARD COKE, 
who regarded the Constitution of England as merely 4 
commentary on Magna Carta. The latter view is that held 
more or less tentatively by many eminent modern scholars, suck 
as Dr. Horace RounD and the late Professor MAITLAND, wb0 
regarded the Barons as interested only in maintaining their own 
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ivileges.. But in so doing they incidentally claimed rights and 
privileges for all freemen—such as the famous “ judicium parium,” 
and in this way a class triumph became the foundation of universal 
liberty. The best account of the Charter itself and of these conflict 
ing theories is that contained in Mr. MACKECHNIE’s treatise on 
“ Magna Carta,” which is a mine of learning on all the fascinat- 
ing problems of legal history arising out of the famous “ Articles ” 


which the modern science of historical jurisprudence has 
elucidated. Whatever be the real truth about the origin of Magna 


(arta, its development by our common law judges of the 
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries into a great bulwark of liberty 
is undoubted, and to this day the advocate whose client bas come 
into conflict with bureaucratic authority finds in its provisions 
the great general maxims on which he grounds his case. 


State Control of Liquor Traffic. 

UNDER THE Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 
1915, passed on 19th May (ante, p. 548), there is power by Order 
in Council to define areas in which the liquor traffic shall be subject 
to State control, This may be done on the ground that war 
material is being made or loaded or unloaded or dealt with in 
transit in the area, or that men belonging to the naval or 
military forces of the Crown are assembled in the area; and 
special regulations may be made by Order in Council and applied 
to any such area. We print elsewhere a set of regulations 
which have been made under the Act. These constitute a 
Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), though the members of 
this appear to have been previously appointed, and are, it has 
been stated, Lord D’ABERNON (chairman), Major WALDORF 
Astor, M.P., Mr. Nevitte CHamper.ain, Mr. E. R. Cross, Mr. 
JoHN Denny, Mr. JoHn Hopes, M.P., Sir WitLtaAmM Lever, 
Sir George Newman, M.D., Mr. Joun Pepper, C.B. (Home 
Office), Mr. R. R. Scorr (Admiralty), Mr. Puitie SNowDEN, 
MP., and Mr. W. TowLe (recently manager of _ hotels, 
Midland Railway), the secretary’s office being at 76, Strand. 
The Board will have power («) to close licensed premises or clubs 
in the area, either for all purposes or only for the sale or supply 
of intoxicating liquor; (/) to regulate the hours during which 
such places may be kept open ; (c) to prohibit the sale or supply 
of specified liquors ; (¢) to impose conditions or restrictions on 
such sale or supply ; (¢) to regulate the introduction of liquor 
into, and its transport within, the area; and (/) to place any 
licensed business under supervision. The Board may also them- 
selves undertake the exclusive sale and supply of intoxicating 
liquor within the area, and imay make provisions for the 
prevention of the practice of treating. They are to have power 
to acquire licensed or other premises compulsorily or by agree- 
ment, and the procedure for c®mpulsory acquisition is prescribed. 
By the like procedure they may acquire any business carried on 
in premises within the area, and may carry on the business of 
the sale and supply of intoxicating liquor without being subject 
to the licensing law. Special interest attaches to regulations 
13 and 14. Under the former. any obligations on the licence- 
holder which he is precluded from fulfilling are to be suspended. 
Under the latter licences are to be suspended where the licence- 
holder is temporarily prevented from carrying on his business, 
and he is to be entitled to repayment or remission of excise duty. 
Offences under the Act are, so far as we notice, made summary 
offences under the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) 
Regulations, the penalty being up to six months’ imprisonment 
and a fine of £100, with forfeiture of any goods in respect of 
which the offence is committed (regulation 21). These will be 
tried by a court of summary jurisdiction. We have not noticed 
80 far any order defining areas within the regulations. 


The New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 

We PRINT elsewhere a new set of Defence of the Realm 
Regulations. The references to the Consolidated Regulations of 
28th November, 1914, and the amendments made since were 
given in a note last week (ante, p. 548) on the amending regula- 
tions of 2nd June. The present set include some very import- 
ant provisions. Under section 150 ef the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1901, the Home Secretary is empowered, in case of 
public emergency, to exempt from the Act factorics or work- 


shops where Crown work is being done. This is now extended 
to any factory or workshop where by reason of the loss of men 
through enlistment or transference to Government service, or of 
other circumstances arising out of the war, exemption is neces- 
sary to secure the carrying on of work which is required in the 
public interest. New regulations are introduced with reference 
to the extinguishment of lights. These follow the lines of the 
existing regulations 11 and 12, but breach of an order of the 
liome Secretary or any persons authorized by him is made a 
summary offence only—and therefore punishable only by a 
court of summary jurisdiction—and in the absence of a 
police constable, any soldier or sailor on sentry, patrol or other 
similar duty is empowered to enter any premises and extin- 
guish or obscure the offending lights. This latter provision is 
new. Extinguishing orders may also be made by the naval or 
military authorities, and a breach of these is more serious; the 
new regulations do not reduce it to a summary offence. Thera 
is also a new regulation restricting the carrying of lights on 
vehicles. A new regulation confers on the Home Secretary 
power to subject to special restrictions or to internment persons 
of hostile origin or associations. Presumably this is aimed at 
naturalized British subjects of enemy origin and at neutrals, 
and there may be legal justification for the regulation in sect. 1 
(1) (¢) of the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914. 
But it is quite different from interning alien enemies— itself a 
policy to be adopted only as an exceptional measure and on very 
strong grounds—and it may be doubted whether there is power 
to interfere with naturalized British subjects or neutrals unless it 
is expressly given by statute. None of the existing Defence of 
the Realm Acts appear to give power to go behind certificates of 
naturalization. As Parliament is sitting there would be no diffi- 
culty in getting statutory authority for the regulation, if it is really 
required, and in any case the point should becleared up, The 
Amending Regulations of 23rd March (ante, p. 368) provided by 
reg. 564 for the procedure or trial by a civil court of offences 
under the Regulations, and this may involve a sentence of death. 
It is now provided that sucha sentence shall not be enforced 
unless the jury find that the offence was committed with the 
intention of assisting the enemy. ‘lhis is apparently by way 
of precaution, for under the Defence of the Realm Consoli- 
dation Act, 1914, and the Amendment Act, 1915, sentence of 
death can only be pronounced when it is proved that the offence 
was committed with the intention of assisting the enemy. 


The Prerogative Writ of Mandamus. 

THE RECENT case of 2. v. His Honour Judge Mulligan (Times, 
15th inst.) illustrates well a fundamental rule which governs 
the issue by the High Court of the high prerogative writ of 
mandamus. ‘ The reason why we grant these writs, ” said Lord 
Harpwicke in &. v. Wheeler (Cas. temp. Hard. 99), “ is to 
prevent a failure of justice, and for the execution of the common 
law, or of some statute, or of the King’s Charter, and never as 
a private remedy to the party.” Hence, although the High 
Court will prevent failure of justice in an inferior court by the 
issue of a rule to the judge therein, commanding him to hear 
and determine according to law some cause he has refused so to 
determine, yet the applicant will not get his rule if any other 
remedy is open to him ; see Le Barlow (1861, 30 L. J. Q. B. 271) 
where it was said: ‘It is well settled that where is a remedy 
equally, convenient, beneficial, and effectual, a mandamus will 
not be granted. This is not a rule of law, but a rule regulating 
the discretion of the courts in granting writs of mandamus,” It 
follows that the applicant must have made a definite request, 
and received a definite refusal to perform the duty requested, 
bzfore he takes out his writ. Where the Court considers that 
the refusal has been merely temporary, and could have been 
overcome by an effort of persuasion by the applicant, they will 
not usually assist him with this writ (2. v. Cornwall Justices, 
1903, 2 K. B. 178). The moral is that an applicant, however 
aggrieved by the perversity of an inferior court or outraged by 
the manner of a judicial refusal, should not be in undue haste to 
ask for this high prerogative writ. Even if he does get justice, 


he may fail to get costs, and this is curiously illustrated by the 





case on which we are commenting. 
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Mandamus to a County Court Judge. 


Tue Facts of Ff. v. Mulligan (supra) are instructive. A native 
of Nassau, named Ehrmann, who left his native country after its 
annexation to Prussia in 1866 and became a naturalized British 
subject in 1877, applied in November of last year to Judge 
MULLIGAN for a commitment order against a debtor ; he had 
recovered judgment and also an order on a judgment summons 
before the outbreak of war. Judge MULLIGAN took it upon 
himself to raise the point, whether or not the plaintiff was an 
alien enemy, and held that he must be presumed to be one, because 
of his German name, until he proved the contrary. He ad- 
journed the application to enable the plaintiff to produce such 
evidence, but the latter considered that the judge had no power to 
adopt such a course, sinee there was no dispute about the fact of 
his residence in England, and it is for the defendant to raise the 

yint of alien enemy if he wishes to rely on it. Instead of attend- 
ing the adjournment he applied for a mandamus and obtained 
the usual rule nisi. Before the day fixed for the return of the 
writ, the judge—who had meanwhile dismissed the summons on 
the plaintiff's refusal to appear at the adjournment—restored 
the summons to his list, heard the case on its merits, and found 
that the debtor had not sufficient means to pay. In delivering 
his judgment he made attacks on persons of German origin of a 
very unjudicial kind—a course which the Divisional Court sub- 
requently declared to have been very out of place on the 
part of a judge; but this we need not do more than mention, 
since it did not affect the issue. On the return of the writ, 
there was no occasion to make absolute the rule nisi since the 
judge had now determined the cause; but the question arose 
as to whether Judge MULLIGAN should pay the costs. The 
Divisional Court refused to make him do so. The application for 
a mandamus was, in their opinion, premature. The plaintiff 
should have attended at the adjournment or subsequently thereto 
and pointed out to the judge that there were quite clear deci- 
sions of the ‘higher Courts which proved his attitude to be 


wrong, and then, the Divisional Court held, no doubt he would 


have heard the case. But is it so easy as all this impties to 
convince a county court judge that he is in the wrong ! 


Settled Legacies and Estate Duty. 


AN ESTEEMED correspondent, whose letter we print elsewhere, 
calls attention to an inconvenient result of the abolition of 
settlement estate duty in cases where a settled legacy is given 
free of duties. His letter is suggested by the caseof Re Snape 
(reported elsewhere). There a legacy of £6,000 “ free of all 
duty” was left on trust for a tenant for life, and then for her 
children, The testatrix died in January, 1913. The tenant for life 
was still living. Under the Finance Act, 1894, settlement estste 
duty was payable on such a legacy, and no furtherduty would 
be payable on the death of the tenant for life. Under section 14 
of the Finance Act, 1914, this is altered, and estate duty will be 
payable on the death of the tenant for life, subject to abatement 
in respect of the settlement estate duty paid. The question was 
whether this future estate duty would be payable out of the 
legacy or outof the residue. Mr. Justice Eve held that it was 
payable out of the legacy on the ground that the liability had 
accrued after the testatrix’s death, and therefore, as a matter 
of construction, the payment was not included in 
the direction “free of all duty.” Hence in due course it will 
be paid out of the legacy and no difficulties will arise. But the 
learned Judge observed that there would be practical difficulties 
in an opposite result—that is, in making the future duty pay- 
able out of residue—and our correspondent points out that these 
difficulties will, in fact, arise in future cases unless they are 
provided against, and the final distribution of the residue may be 
delayed for many years in order to provide for the duty. Commu- 
tation of the duty might be arranged, but, in addition to the 
point made by our correspondent that the Commissioners are not 
bound to commute under the Finance Act, 1894, s. 12, there is the 
further point that this can only be done on the application ofa 
person entitled in expectancy. This seems to apply to a 
remainderman, and not to executors who desire to clear the 
residue. Our correspondent makes various suggestions which 





deserve consideration, and it seems to us at the moment that 
his third suggestion—to confine the direction for freedom from 
duties to duty payable at the testator’s death—is the most 
useful. This gives effect so far as is conveniently practicable to 
the testator’s desire to give his trust legacies free of duty, 








Novation of Written Contracts. 


AN ancient principle of law which has been very variously 
stated in the text-books and in the cases came up in /Villiams y, 
Moss’s Empires (Limited) (Times, 21st May), before a Divisional 
Court (SHEARMAN and Sankey, JJ.). In July, 1911, the plain. 
tiff, a music hall artist, entered into a written contract by which 
he agreed to perform for a company of music-hall proprietors at 
various dates extending over three-and-a-half — It is obvious 
that such a contract is incapable of being completely performed on 
both sides within the period of a year, and therefore by section 
4 of the Statute of Frauds it must be evidenced by a memorandum 
in writing. In August, 1914, before the termination of the contract 
by expiry of time, the war broke out, conditions in the world of 
entertainments altered, and as the result of negotiations between 
music-hall proprietors and the Variety Artists’ Federation a 
scheme was adopted which provided that for twelve weeks the 
artists should accept, instead of their agreed salaries, a proportion 
of the gross receipts of the entertainments. It may be taken asa 
finding of fact that the plaintiff verbally assented to this scheme, 
and at any rate took the benefit of it in such a way as to consti- 
tute an implied agreement to abide by it on his part. But is 
such parol variation of a written contract valid and enforceable 
at law? The county court judge who heard the case in the first 
instance thought not; but the Divisional Court, in our view 
rightly, overruled him. 

Now, anyone who looks up the authorities on this point cited 
in the text-books will find a confusion of apparently inconsistent 
cases, and it may be convenient to dismiss them for the moment 
and think out the matter on first principles. What is meant by 
the phrase “variation of acontract”? It means termination 
of an existing contract and the substitution of another contract 
for it. The new contract need not differ much from the old one ; 
its terms may be the same, with one or two insignificant excep- 
tions ; but it is a new contract. Consequently, two acts in the 
law must take place simultaneously—the discharge of an old 
contract and the formation of a new one. The agreement which 
effects this simultaneously must therefore comply with two sets 
of rules, (1) the rules which govern a valid discharge of an old 
contract, and (2) those which govern the valid formation of « 
new one, These two sets of*rules are the Seylla and 
Chary bdis between which the altered agreement must successfully 
steer if it wishes to escape shipwreck. Let us consider each @ 
little in detail. 

A contract, it is trite law, may be terminated in quite 4 
number of ways. First, there is performance or completion by 
both parties of their promises ; secondly, there is the happening 
of some event which, by a term of the contract or by operation of 
law, determines it ; thirdly, there is release under seal ; fourtbly, 
there is accord and satisfaction; and fifthly, there is mutual 
waiver by each party of the other party’s promise in consideration 
of a similar release of his own promise. ‘The last three modes con- 
stitute what ANSON cails rescission of a contract by subsequent 
agreement ; i.¢., a new contract between the parties discharges 
the old one. 

It is obvious that if the parties to the sale of land or any other 
contract required in law to be evidenced by writing wish simply 
to end it, there is nothing to prevent them doing so by a parol 
mutual waiver. It may be that they cannot do so at common 
law, but in equity they certainly can. In Price v. Dyer (17 Ves. 
363) the doctrine was thus expressed :—“ A written agreement 
may be so far waived by parol that the Court will refuse the 
interposition of its equitable jurisdiction to enforce it. But 

the waiver spoken of in the cases is an entire abancon- 
ment and dissolution of the contract, restoring the parties 
their former situation.” In such a case, indeed, the parties have 
merely to conform with the rules governing the valid termina 
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tion of an existing contract ; they are not concerned with the 
Statute of Frauds or any other rules which apply solely to the 
yalid formation of a new contract. 

But in novation, as we have pointed out above, the mutual 
waiver does more than merely terminate an existing contract. 
Each party releases the other from his old promise, it is true, 
but does so in consideration of a new promise ; and these two 
mutual new promises form a new executory contract. ‘This new 
contract, then, must be validly formed. It must conform with 
all rules, all ceremonial requisites, which are essential to the 
formation of the newcontract. Hence, if it relates to the transfer 
of an interest in land, or other matter which under section 4 or 
section 17 of the Statute of Frauds (now section 4 of the Sale 
of Goods Act, 1893) requires written evidence, it must have such 
evidence. Otherwise it is unenforceable under the terms of the 
statute. And if the two new promises are unenforceable, then 
there is no consideration for the release of the old promises, and 
the old contract remains in being. But, if the new contract does 
not affect any matter governed by the statutes, then it need not 
be in writing ; a parol contract is quite sufficient, and terminates 
the old as well as sets up a new contract. 

The principle, then, is simple enough. A contract which 
requires writing under the Statute of Frauds can be varied by a 
parol contract, provided that the terms of that parol contract do 
not require to be in writing, so that in such a case the new contract 
is itself valid. But the original contract cannot be varied by a 
parol contract when that parol contract is one which needs a 
memorandum in writing, for such new contract is itself worth- 
less. But in mere rescission of a contract, as opposed to novation, 
the contract of mutual waiver can rarely have a subject requiring 
such written evidence and therefore is nearly always valid. 

This apparently subtle but really simple point can perhaps be 
best illustrated by a brief reference to three of the leading cases 
upon it. In Moore v. Campbell (10 Ex. 325), goods worth more 
than £10 were sold under a written contract which provided for 
their delivery from a quay ; afterwards the purchaser verbally 
consented to a variation of the contract which provided for the 
warehousing of the goods instead of their delivery from the 
quay. The Court held that this verbal variation of the contract 
was void, since it related to the sale of goods over £10 in value 
and therefore must be evidenced by writing or in some of the 
other ways permitted by section 17 of the Statute of Frauds. 
This case was followed in Noble v. Ward (L. R. 2 Exch. 135), 
where again the contract related to the sale of goods exceeding 
£10 in value ; before the time-for delivery the parties made a 
parol agreement extending the time. This was held to be void, 
since it did not conform with the Statute of Frauds. Here the 
invalidity of the novation bad a double effect: (1) it prevented 
the new bargain being valid, and (2) it prevented the vendor 
relying on the novation as a recission of the old contract ; he 
had attempted to do so on the ground that it was a new promise 
inconsistent with the old promise, and so avoided that old 
promise. 

Again in Vezey v. Rashleigh (1904, 1 Ch. 634), Mr. Justice 
Byrne held that a mining lease for a period of twenty-one years 
could not be varied in its terms by a new bargain arrived at in 
an interview between the lessor and thelessee. This is obviously 
tight, since the new bargain constitutes a new lease and under 
the statute must be in writing and under seal. But, rather 
unfortunately, Mr. Justice BYRNE, in his judgment, put the 
ground of his decision on a wrong principle which is thus 
succinctly expressed in the headnote: “ Parol evidence is not 
edmissible to prove a subsequent agreement to vary the terms 
of a contract in writing and required by law to be in writing, 
although it can be admitted to prove rescission of such a con- 
tract.” This, of course, is ineorrect; the real test is that 
explained in Noble v. Ward (supra), namely, whether or not the 
hovating contract has terms, which, in law, require written 
evidence. This was pointed out, in commenting on Vezey v. 
Rashleigh, by the Court which decided Williams v. Moss's Empires 
(Limited) (supra). 

It will now be abundantly clear that there was nothing in the 
Variation relied on in /Villiams v. Moss's Emptres (Limited) which 
prevented the novation from being validly effected by parol. 





The new agreement released the old promises of artists and 
proprietors in return for a new bargain which was expressed to last 
only for twelve weeks, and related only to the division of profits, 
and the Statute of Frauds has nothing to do with any such 
agreement. That being so, the parol agreement was valid and, 
being valid, was sufficient (1) to terminate the old contract of 
service, and (2) to constitute a new contract of service on new 
terms ; and so the Divisional Court decided. 








Reviews. 


Partnership. 


A Dicest or tue LAW or PartTNersuip, With Forms AND AN 
APPENDIX ON THE LimITED ParTNERSHIPS AcT, 1907 ; TOGETHER 
with RuLes anp Forms, 1907, 1909. By The Rt. Hon. Sir 
Freperick Pouiock, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Tents 
Epition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 10s, 


In the preface to the present edition of his useful work on 
partnership, Sir Frederick Pollock narrates how tbe Partnership 
Act, 1890, was the result of a draft Partnership Bill which he 
prepared in 1879. This included provisions for private partnerships 
with limited liabiiity, and also for establishing universal and com- 
pulsory registration of firms. But limited partnership did not win 
recognition till the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, and the 
principle of the registration of firms has not yet been accepted. It 
may still be a question whether limited partnership is really required, 
having regard to the facility for attaining the same object by means 
of private companies; but Sir Frederick Pollock welcomes it as 
doing “in a direct and honest fashion what the one-man company 
does, at best, indirectly.” As to the Partnership Act, the provisions 
of section 2, as to the effect of a receipt of a share of profits in con- 
stituting a partnership, still prove what is, perhaps, the leading 
difficulty of the Act, and it may be too much to expect, as Sir 
Frederick suggests, that they are rendered obsolete by the Limited 
Partnerships Act. Doubtless that offers a means of advancing 
money for a business without incurring liability as a partner, but 
we imagine that this is still frequently done without the statutory 
formalities. Section 34 of the Partnership Act, 1890, provides that 
a partnership shall be dissolved on the happening of any event which 
makes the carrying on of the business unlawful, and in this con- 
nection Sir Frederick introduces a note on the effect of war on 
partnerships, founded mainly on the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal in J’orter v. Freundenterg (ante, p. 216 ; 1915, 1 K. B. 857). 
The subjects of procedure 1n actions by and against partners, pro- 
cedure in bankruptcy against partners, and administration of 
partnership estates, which are outside the scope of the Partnershi 
Act, are dealt with in Part Il. The Limited Partnerships Act an 
Rules are given in an —— The work is a concise and very 
convenient guide to the law of partnership. 





Public Entertainments. 


Tue Laws or Pustic EntertarnMents, Tueatres, Music AND 
Dancine, STAGE PLAYS, CINEMATOGRAPHS, COPYRIGHT, SUNDAY 
PERFORMANCES, CHILDREN, THEATRICAL CASES AND SPECIMEN 
Contracts. By ALrrep Towers Setrte and Frank H, 
Bazer, Barristers at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 7s. 6d, 
The matters which are the subject of this book depend mainly on 

statute law, and the authors first give, with annotations, the whole 

or the relevant parts of such statutes as the Theatres Act, 1843, 

the Copyright Act, 1911, the Cinematograph Act, 1911, the Dan- 

gerous te econo Act, 1897, and the Children Act, 1908. The 
taths and Washhouses Act, 1899, is prima facie not quite a suitable 
topic, but a recent case—A tturney-General v. Shoreditch Borough 

Council (ante, p. 439)—has called attention to the fact that baths 

may be used, under suitable circumstances, as places .of entertain- 

ment other than aquatic. The statutes are followed by a digest of 
cases on theatrical contracts, and the Appendix contains a specimen 
contract and other useful matter, including the Lord Chamberlain’s 

Regulations as to Theatres, and the relevant rules of the London 


County Council. 


Books of the Week. 


May, 1915. W. Green & 


Juridical Review.—Vol. 27, No. 2. 
Son (Limited). 

Emergency Legislation.—Manual of Emergency Legisla- 
tion. Financial Edition. Comprising All the Acts of Parliament, 
Proclamations, Orders, &c., Passed and Made in Consequence of the 
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War Especially Affecting Financial Interests to June 4th, 1915. 
Edited by ALEXANDER PULLING, C.B. Wyman & Sons (Limited). 
ls. 

Divorce.—-Divorce as It Might Be. By E.8. P. Haynes. W* 
Heffer & Sons (Limited). 2s, net. 


Correspondence. 


Settled Legacies and Estate Duty. 

[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporte r.] 

Sir,—Where a tenant for life under a will dies after the 15th 
August, 1914, estate duty becomes payable on the death of such 
tenant for life, notwithstanding that it may have been already paid 
on the death of the testator. 

In the case of Re Snape, Elam v. Phillips (W. N., 5th June, 
1915, p. 226), the testatrix bequeathed a trust legacy “ free of all 
duty.” He died before the Act came into operation. The tenant 
for life was still living. Mr. Justice Eve held that the future estate 
duty which would become payable on the death of the tenant for life 
would be payable out of the legacy, and not out of the residue, the 
ground of the decision being that the operation of the gift must be 
determined with reference to the duties imposed at the date of the 
testator’s death, and ought not to be extended to duties imposed 
subsequent to that date. 

His lordship said that “very serious difficulties would present 
themselves in any attempt to give effect to” the opposite contention. 

lt seems clearly to be inferred that if the testatrix had died after 
the Act, the direction that the trust legacy was to be free of all 
duties would apply to the future duty, and that such duty would 
have to be provided for out of the residue, although it might not 
become payable for forty or fifty years and although the amount of 
it would be uncertain. (The property might increase or decrease in 
value during the lifetime of the tenant for life. Even the rate of 
duty might be unknown.) 

This common case therefore would seem to present the “ very 
serious difficulties” which Mr. Justice Eve was able to avoid in 
Re Snape. 

How are they to be met? One way would be by commuting the 
duties, but future duties cannot be commuted as a matter of right 
“The Commissioners in their discretion . . . may commute” 
(Finance Act, 1894, s. 12). 

It occurs to me (and this suggestion is the object of my letter) that 
in preparing wills containing trust legacies it might be well either 
(1) to omit all words referring to duty, or (2) to say “free of legacy 
duty,” or (3) to say “free of all duty payable on the testator’s 
death.” 

It will, of course, be borne in mind that in the ordinary course 
estate duty payable on the death of a testator is not to be deducted 
from a legacy of personal estate, even without words of exoneration. 

In the absence of some such qualification as I have suggested 
there seems to be a dangerous trap for trustees, who, having paid 
all duties actually payable, may unwarily distribute the residuary 
estate without providing for the future duty on the trust legacy. 

W. H. W. 

{See observations under “ Current Topics.”—Eb. S./.] 
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House of Lords. 


EASTWOOD vr. ASHTON. 20th and 22nd April ; 10th June 


Venpor AND Purcuasern—Conpirions NeGativinc ComMPENSATION 
CON VEYANCE PARCELS Pran—Fatsa Demonstratio IMPLIED 
Covenants ror Trrte—Omission 10 Prevent Acquisition or Tite 
Unpver Statute or Limirarions—LiaBititry or Venpor—Damaces 
CONVEYANCING AND Law or Prorerty Acr, 1881 (44 & 45 Vicr. c. 41). 
8. 7, SUB-SECTION 1 (a) 





; 


1h scription of property as B. H. Farm, in the o¢ upation of certain 
tenants, with correct meaturements added, 

Held, rest ring the judgment of & irgant, J 1913, 2 Ch. 39), that, on 
the true construction of the conveyance, a small strip of land which had 
formerly formed part of B. H. Farm, but as to which it was admitted, 
for the purposes of this action, that at the date of the conveyance an 
adverse title under the Statute of Limitationa had been acquired by 
adjoining owners, could not be ejected as falsa de monstratio, and was 
included in the conve janet 

Decision of Court of Appeal (58 Soxicrrors’ Journnan. 152; 1914, 
1 Ch. 68) reversed 

Appeal by the purchaser, the plaittiff in the action, in which he 
claimed damages from the defendant for breach of his implied covenants 
for good right to convey, for quiet enjoyment and for further assur- 
ance, In conveying as beneficial owner a small strip of land some 
100 ft long by 36 ft wide included in lot 4. consisting of 84 acres, 
sold by auction on 4th May, 1911, rhe defendant conveyed to the 





plaintiff the land sold, which was described as ‘‘ all that farm ae 
called Bank Hey Farm, in the parish of Blackburn . . . in the 
occupation as to part thereof by Thomas Haydock . - and as te 
the remainder thereof by Charles William Cartman, all of which said 
premises are more particularly described on the plan endorsed on these 
presents, and are coloured red,in such plan.’’ The disputed strip of 
land was bounded on the east side by a piece of land belonging to one 
Chadwick, and on the west by the Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway; 
and Sargant, J.. held, upon the evidence, that a title adverse to the 
defendant had been acquired by the railway company to the western 
half of the strip, and by Chadwick to the eastern half, by lapse of time 
and undisputed possession. He gave judgment for the plaintiff fo 
£315, holding that, upon the true construction of the conveyan 
disputed strip was included in the parcels conveyed, and that a 

tion negativing the payment of compensation for any error, omission or 
misdescription did not, after the execution of the conveyance, prevent 
the purchaser recovering damages against the vendor under the covenants 
for title implied by his conveying as beneficial owner, and assessed the 
damages as the difference in value between the land purported 
conveyed and the land which actually passed to the purchase: 
defendant appealed. The Court of Appeal reversed the decision 
Sargant, J., holding that, upon the true construction of a conveyance to 
a purchaser, a strip of land which had been acquired by adjoining 
owners by adverse possession under the Statute of Limitations, but 
which hhd by mistaka been included in the parcels expressed to be con 
veyed, as being coloured red upon the plan indorsed on the conveyance, 
did not pass to the purchaser, the inclusion on the plan being rejected 
as falsa demonstratio. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue House took time for consideration. 

Farl Loresurn, giving judgment, said that Sargant, J., held that the 
strip in question was included in the conveyance. The Court of Appeal 
thought differently, and it had caused him much misgiving to find him 
self in difference with such very great authority upon such a point Sut 
he felt bound to act on his own view. He could not think that the 
description of the land in the letterpress was ‘‘ certain definite, satisfac 
torily ascertained property,’’ as the Master of the Rolls expressed it. 
He observed that the Court of Appeal treated all the land as occupied 
by one of the two tenants, which was admitted not to be the case accord 
ing to the legal meaning of occupation. He knew of no rule requiring 
their lordships first to examine the letterpress and to discard the plan 
if they thought the letterpress alone sufficiently clear. The whole must 
be looked at, and it might be that the plan would shew that there 
might be less clearness in the text than might appear at first sight. It 
was so in this case, certainly as to the part not in the occupation of 
either tenant, and it was so also as tothe strip in. dispute. The strip ot 
land had been occupied by a railway company so long that they could 
not be disturbed, and the vendor had taken no steps to protect himself 
against the growth of such a title; in fact, he suffered a sleeper fence 
to be erected on his land by the railway company. He had clearly 
‘omitted’ to defend his own right, and lost it by reason of that 
Accordingly he was liable on the implied covenant The 
appeal, therefore, must be allowed. 

Lords Parker, Sumner, ParmMoor, and Wrenbury read judgments to 
the like effect. Order accordingly that the appeal be allowed, and the 
judgment of Sargant, J., restored.—Covunset, for the appellant, Romer, 
K.C., and T. Tindal Vethold; for the respondent, Alexande: (rrant, 
K.C.. and G. B. Rashleigh. Sorscrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for 
Read & Eastwood, Blackburn; Witham, Roskell, Munster, & Weld. 

[Reported by Exsxixne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


NAPIER rv. NAPIER (otherwise GOODBAN). No. 1. 7th June. 
Divorce—Nvtiiry or MarriaGeE—WILFUL AND Persistent Rervsat BY 

Wire ro ALLow Marriace TO BE ConsummMAaTeED—No Evipence oF 

PuysicAL ABNORMALITY oR INCAPACITY—MaTrRimontaAL Cavses Act, 

1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), s. 22. 

The wilful and persistent refusal of marital intercourse by cither 
party joa marriage 3 nota ground for a decree of nullity, ‘ reept 


OMISSION. 


far as it is evidence of some abnormal physical condition of such party 
rendering him or her incapable of conzummating the marriage ly the 
absence of evidence from whith the Court muat infer physical incapa- 
ely a decree of nullity will he refused. 

Dickinson v. Dickinson (58 Soricrrors’ JourNaL, 32; 1913, 7’. 198) 
overruled. 

Appeal by the petitioner from a decision of Sir Samuel Evans, P. 
(reported 59 Soricrrors’ Journat, 287). The petitioner, Cecil Charles 
James Napier, sought a declaration that his marriage with the respor 
dent, Evelyn Marie Napier (otherwise Goodban), was null and void, on 
the ground that she had wilfully and persistently refused to permit 
the petitioner to consummate the marriage. The parties met and 
became engaged in 1906, when the petitioner was only sixteen years of 
age, though looking much older, the respondent being twenty-four. The 
engagement was at first kept secret, but the respondent’s mother became 
aware of it in February, 1907. The marriage took place at the Registry 
Office, Wareham, on 19th March, 1907, it having previously been 
arranged, at the wife’s suggestion, that it should be kept secret, and 
that they should not live together for a time because of the illness of 
the respondent’s father, who was suffering from a nervous breakdown. 
They parted and returned to their respective homes after the marriage, 
but wrote affectionate letters to each other during the next two or three 
weeks. In one of the letters the respondent invited the petitioner 
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come and stay with her at I)fracombe, where she was stopping with 
her parents, and he did so for one night, when the respondent refused 
to allow the marriage to be consummated, reminding him that her 
parents had not been informed of it. The next day the mother was 
informed of the marriage by a clerk to the petitioner's solicitors. The 
petitioner left the same day, and since then had never seen the respon- 
dent at all. He went to Scotland for about two years, then to Norfolk, 
and in 1910 to South Africa. He made no further effort to see his wife 
before leaving England, but there was some correspondence between 
them, until the mother wrote saying that the father had heard of the 
marriage and was very angry, and that it would be better for the 
parties not to see or hear from each other any more. While in Africa 
the petitioner wrote, through his solicitors, suggesting a resumption of 
correspondence with a view to cohabitation, and they informed him that 
she refused to live with him either then or in the future. In April, 
1914, he returned to England, and wrote to the respondent a letter in 
which he said he had never ceased to love her, and that his dearest wish 
was for her to come and live with him as his wife. A reply was 
received from the respondent’s solicitors, who said that the respondent 
refused to live with the petitioner. The present petition was then 
filed, but the respondent entered no appearance thereto. Sir Samuel 
Evans, P., in a considered judgment, held that, on the facts, there had 
not been such a wilful and persistent refusal on the part of the wife as 
to bring the case within his decision in Dickinson v. Dickinson (1913, 
P. 198), there having been, in his lordship’s opinion, no real effort on 
the husband’s part to bring about marital relations, and he dismissed 
the petition. The petitioner appealed. Cur. adv. vult 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is an appeal from a judgment of 
the President, declining in an undefended action to grant to the hus- 
band a decree of nullity of marriage. It is important to remember that 
it is not a proceeding to dissolve the marriage. It falls under section 22 
of the Act of 1857, under which the Court is bound to proceed and act, 
and give relief on principles and rules which, in the opinion of the 
Court, shall be, as nearly as may be, conformable to the principles and 
rules on which the Ecclesiastical Courts had theretofore acted and given 
relief. The Ecclesiastical Courts did not dissolve a marriage ; they only 
declared there had been no marriage at all. The present position is not 
based on any allegation of impotence; it is based upon the allegation 
that the marriage, which took place in 1907, was never consummated, 
and that the wilful and persistent refusal of the wife was the reason for 
non-consummation. The learned President held, upon the evidence 
before him, that there had not been a wilful and persistent refusal on 
the part of the wife, and that the case did not fall within his own 
decision in Dickinson v. Dickinson (1913, P. 198). On the appeal 
further evidence, consisting of letters, was admitted, and I assume that 
the facts are now brought within the principles laid down in that case. 
It becomes, therefore, necessary to consider whether Dickinson v. 
Dickinson ought to be followed. In my opinion refusal of marital inter 
course cannot be relied upon as a ground for a decree of nullity, except 
go far as it may, under certain circumstances, be regarded as evidence of 
some abnormal physical condition. Nothing of that kind is alleged here. 
It is not for us to say whether the wife’s conduct has been such as the 
Legislature might properly consider to be a ground for a dissolution of 
marriage. We are only exercising a statutory jurisdiction, and we must, 
in the present case, confine ourselves to the limits imposed by section 22. 
I have had the advantage of considering the judgment which Pickford, 
L.J., is about to deliver, and after his careful investigation of the prin 
ciples and rules on which the Ecclesiastical Courts acted, I think it 
would be a waste of time to attempt to cover the same ground. With 
great respect to the President, I think that Dickinson v. Dickinson 
ought not to be followed, and for that reason I think his decision in 
the present case should be affirmed and the appeal dismissed. 

Pickrorp, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, reviewing the 
law on the subject since 1600, and referring to a number of authorities. 
The Ecclesiastical Courts never accepted non-consummation as a ground 
for nullity unless it could be referred to impotence or incapacity exist 
ing at the time of the maniage. The amount and nature of the evidence 
required to prove such incapacity varied from time to time, but the 
necessity of establishing it had never varied. Wilful and wrongful 
refusal being a matter arising after marriage, could never have been a 
ground of nullity in the Ecclesiastical Courts, and therefore could not be 
80 now. Until Dickinson v. Dickinson there was no instance of any 
relief being granted under the Act of 1857 on such a ground. The 
inference of incapacity was no legal fiction, but one of fact to be drawn 
from the evidence in each case. 

Warertncton, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Cornser, 
Barnard, K.C., and Le Bas. Sortcrrors, Markby, Stewart. & Co. 

[Reported by H. Laxcrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
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Division. 

LANG v. LANG. Sir Samuel Evans, P. 4th June. 

Divornce—RestitutTion or Consvcat Ricnuts—ResPonpent on 

Service Aproap—Decree—Practice as To Service. 

Where, in a suit for restitution of conjugal rights, the respondent was 

On active service abroad, the Court in pronouncing its decree, directed 

thet the decree should be drawn up and should lie in the office. but 

should not be served until further directions had been applied for and 
hod been given. 


ACTIVE 





In this undefended suit by a wife for restitution of conjugal rights 
the Court determined the practice its decree to be 
followed in cases where the respondent is on active service with the 
British Expeditionary Forces abroad. At the conclusion of the evidence 
counsel for the petitioner asked the Court to pronounce a decree of 
restitution of conjugal rights with costs. The respondent, who was au 
officer in the British Army, was now in France on active service. In 
the circumstances he asked the Court to give directions as to the service 
of the decree. He referred to the orders made in similar circumstances 
by Bargrave Deane, J., and Horridge, J., respectively, in Hulton v. 
Hulton (Times, 10th Fe bruary, 1915 Mason v. M + (59 Sonici 
rors’ Journat, 530). 

Sir Samurn Evans, P. (after consultation with Bargrave Deane, J.) 

I will make the usual form of decree for restitution of conjugal rights, 
but instead of directing that it is to be obeyed within a specified 
number of days after service, I think the right form to adopt in such 
to direct that the decree is not t until the Court 
gives further directions. The decree will | i will lie in 
the office, and there will be liberty to apply analogous to 
the procedure generally adopted as regards orders for attachment, and it 
is, in my opinion, the procedure that should be adopted while the 
war lasts in cases like the present case Until reciions are 


as to service of 


ina 


le 


cises 18 be served 


drawn up, at 


This is 


further a 
applied for and are given, there « » disobedience to the decree 
Counset, #. F. Bayford. Sorscrrors, Ramaden d Co 
[Reported by Cxirrronp Mortimer, Barrister.at-Law.]} 
IN PRIZE. 
“THE BELGIA.” Sir Samuel 


OvuTBREAK OF WAR 


in be 1 


Evans, P, l4th June. 


Semep ‘‘at Sea’ or “IN 
Port ’’—Haave Convention VI. (1907), Artictes 1 anp 2—Wuar 1s 
‘‘in Port”’ Wuat 1s ‘“ EnrerinG’’ tHe Port? 

1 German vessel on a voyage from New York to Hamburg heard or 
3rd August by wireless that war had broken out between France and 
Germany, and her master determined to the Bristol Channel 
for wnatructions, or to avoid possthle capture by a French shin of war; 
and a tually arrived two miles out to sea from the town of Newport 
on 4th Auquat, but was not allowed by the authorities there to 
into Neu port, on the might b rman liner 
with troops on board waiting to make a raid on our shore 


Prize Law VESSEr 


run into 


come 
an armed Ge 


if and when 


ground that ahe 


war waa declared by Germany aqainat England or England against 


Germany. She was instructed by the oficer in command of the Severn 
de fences to come fo an anchorage she and did 280 
Next morning, war having meanwhile been declared between England 
and Germany, she was brought into Newport, and instructed that she 


where wae, she 


was detained. 

Held, that, on the 
hoatilities 

The Méwe (59 Sonicrrors’ Journat, 76; 

Quaere, » hether a vessel coming into a port to avoid pos 
or to get instructions, in similar circumstances to the above, could be 
said to be entering the port jor commerctal purposes at all; im other 
words, whether she would be within the Firat and Second Articles of the 
Sirth Hag e Convention 


Hickie (15 @. B. D. 580 


facta, she wae captured at aea on the outhreak of 
1915, P, 1) applied 


thle er pure 


Garston t not applicable to such a case as 
this. 

This was a claim by the Crown for the condemnation of the Ham 
burg-Amerika liner elqia, seized off Newport, Monmouth, on 5th 
August, as prize. The Crown contended that when 7'he Belgia arrived 
off Newport on 4th August it was thought that she might be an armed 
liner o1 might have troops on board ready to make a raid as soon as 
war was declared, and accordingly was not allowed to come into 
the harbour. The office: of the Severn defences sent a 
preventive officer off with the vessel was instructed to 
go to an anchorage The war between England and 
Germany was announced, and the harbour master went out to the vessel, 
and she was seized as prize, and brought into dock. The master of 
The Belqia said that the vessel as from New York to 
Hamburg, when, on 3rd August, he received information by wireless 
that war had broken out between Germany and France, and he there 
upon determined to go to the Bristol Channel. He obtained a Newport 
pilot, but at Newport he was not allowed to enter the dock, but was 
forced by the authorities to come to an anchorage outside, and the next 
day his ship was boarded by the officials and brought into the dock, 
and he was informed that he detained. Counsel for the Crown 
submitted that it was immaterial whether the vessel was within the 
fiscal port or not. She was captured at sea, and was within the decision 
in The Méwe (59 Soricrrors’ Journar, 76; 1915, P. 1); and, if that 
contention was held to be inaccurate, then she not entering the 
port for commercial purposes, and did not come within the protection 
of Articles 1 and 2 of the Sixth Hague Convention. Counsel for The 
Belgia submitted that all the acts of detention took place within the 
port of Newport, and referred to the London Gazette of 4th January, 
1848, for the limits of the port. He also referred to Garston v. Hickie 
(15 Q. B. D. 580), and contended that 7'he Belgia was entering the port 
of Newport, and was protected from confiscation by the Sixth Hague 
Convention, and only liable to be detained. 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., after stating the facts, said: I find as a 
fact that The Belgia was captured at sea after the outbreak of hostili 
ties in the position described in the affidavit of the harbour master, 
and accordingly I need not trouble about Articles 1 and 2 of the Sixth 
Hague Convention. But I will say that I have grave doubts whether 
a vessel in“such circumstances as The Belgia was intended to be pro- 
tected by that Convention. She was not entering the port for commer 


she 
in command 
and 


morning 


two men, 
next 


on a vovaye 


was 


was 
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cial purposes at all. She went there to avoid possible capture from a 
French warship, and also to take instructions from her owners. There 
wifl be a decree of condemnation and an order for sale.—CounseEL, 
tapinall, K.C., and ¢'. #. Dunlop, for the Crown; Leck, K.C., and 
Arthur Pritchard, for the claimants. Soxscrrors, The Treasury Soli- 
citer; Pritchard d& Sons. 


{Keported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.} 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS 
Court of Appeal. 


SAVILL v. DALTON. No. 3. 


Country Cournr—Bankruprcy Orper or County Court JUDGE FOR 
PAYMENT OF Money—ActTion In HiGu Court on OrpER—COUNTY 
Court Ruces, 1903, orp. 25, kr. 2—Bankrurprcy Act, 18835 (46 & 
47 Vict. « 2), s. 100—Banxrurtcy Ruues, 1886, rg. 93. 


1 married woman executed a deed of assignment of her property for 
the benefit of her creditora a! appointed the defendant trustee. A 
bankruptey petition p wae d on that act of bankruptcy was pres nted 
aqainat her in the « ounty co purt, and ehe waa adjudicated a bankrupt, 
and the Official Receiver appointed trustee in the bankruptcy. An 

der was obtained in the county court that (the Oficial lieceiver 
Aeoles elected to treat the defendant as a trespasser) the defendant 
should poy to the Oficial Receiver the amount which might he found 
due from him in spect of the bankrupt’s property and book debts. 
The Registrar found that a sum of £178 128. ld. was due from the 
defendant to the Official Receiver, who thereupon instituted an action 
in the High Court to recover that amount from the defendant. 

Held (Bray, J., dissenting), that the action was mamtamable, 

Deciaion of Horridge, J., affirmed, 


Appeal by the defendant from a decision of Horridge, J., in an action 
tried by him without a jury. On 7th March, 1913, a married woman, 
who carried on trade at Reading, executed a deed of assignment of her 
property for tne benefit of her creditors, and the defendant was ap- 
pointed trustee under the deed. A bankruptcy petition founded on 
that act of bankruptcy under section 4, sub-section 1 (a) of the Bank 
ruptey Act, 1883, was presented against her in the Reading County 
Court on 8th May, 1913, and she was adjudicated a bankrupt on the 
same day. The Official Receiver was appointed trustee in the bank 
ruptey. Upon 17th July, 1915, the county court judge in bankruptcy 
made an order that the Official Receiver, having elected to treat the 
defendant as a trespasser, was entitled to all the stock-in-trade, & 
book-debts, and other property and estate of the bankrupt, which were 
received or held by him under or by virtue of the deed of assignment ; 
that the defendant should deliver to the Official Receiver all the pro 
perty received by him ag aforesaid; that an inquiry should be held by 
the Registrar as to the value of the bankrupt’s property received by 
the defendant and as to the amount of the book-debts collected by 
him; and that the defendant should pay to the Official Receiver the 
amount which might be found to be the value of the said property and 
the amount of the book-debts. The Registrar having found that, after 
giving credit for moneys paid by the defendant to the Official Receiver, 
there was due from the defendant to the Official Receiver the sum of 
£178 12s. 1d., the Official Receiver instituted an action in the High 
Court to recover that sum from the defendant. Horridge, J., having 
given judgment for the plaintiff, the defendant appealed. Cur. adv. 
cult 

Lord Reanina, C.J., said that tne defendant appealed from the judg- 
ment of Horridge, J., on the ground that no action would lie upon the 
order of the county court judge. He thought that was not so. In 
his opinion, where an order was made by a county court in the 
exercise of its bankruptcy jurisdiction, such an order was, by virtue 
of section 100 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (now section 103 of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1914), and rule 93 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 (now 
rule 91 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1915), enforceable ag an order of the 
High Court, which could be enforced by action. It followed that the 
judgment appealed from must be affirmed. 

Swinren Eapy, L..J., gave judgment to the same effect. 

tray, J., dissented, being of opinion that the contention of the 

endant was right, and the action not maintainable. By a majority the 

eal was dismissed Counset, for the defendants, Newdolt, K.C 
Tindale Davia; for the plaintiff, FP. Mellor SOLICITORS, Eda rad 
W. H. Martin & Co., for PF. A. Sargeant, Reading. 


by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


l9th February ; 14th May. 


High Court—Chaneery Division. 


Re SNAPE. ELAM rv. PHILLIPS. Fve,J. 20th May. 

Witt—Construction—Serrtep Lecacy—‘‘Free or aut Duty” 

Lecacy Dutry—Estate Duty—New Dury Imposep arrer Deatu or 

Pestatreix—INcipence oF Deries—Frnance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict 
c. #), s. 5—Fixance Act, 1914 (4 & 5 Ceo. 5, c. 10), s. 14. 

1 testatrix bequeathed a sum of £6,000, “ free of all duty,” upon 
trust for her niece for life, and after her death for her children, with 
n ultimate truet, in the event of no child of the niece attaining a 





vested interest, to certain charitable inatitutions. The testatriz died 
in January, 1913. The niece was still living and unmarried. 

Held, that the legacy duty im respect of the said sum was payable 
out of the general estate, but that the estate duty payable on the death 
of the niece would be payable out of the legacy itael}. 

Re Turnbull (i905, 1 CA. 732, 733) applied. 


This was an adjourned summons asking whether legacy duty and 
estate duty were payable out of the general estate or out of the legacy 
itself. By her will, dated 3th June, 1909, the testatrix bequeathed 
to her trustees the sum of £10,000, ‘‘ free of all duty,”’ upon trust for 
the benefit of her niece for life, and after her death upon trust for her 
children. By a codicil to her will, dated 27th July, 1911, the testatrix 
revoked the bequest ol the £10,000, and in lieu thereof bequeathed to 
her trustees the sum of £6,000, ‘‘ free of duty,’’ to be held by them 
upon the like trusts for the benefit successively of her niece and chil. 
dren, with an ultimate gift, in the event of no child of the niece 
attaining a vested interest, to certain charities. The testatrix died on 
22nd January, 1913. The residuary estate of the testatrix prove “d in 
sufficient to pay all the legacies in full, and according to a decision of 
Warrington, J., on 6th May, 1914, two legacies of £3,000 and £2,000 
respectively, bequeathed to the first two respondents, were called upon 
to abate proportionally. Since this decision the Finance Act, 1914, haa 
come into operation, and under section 14 of that Act the exemption 
under the Finance Act, 1894, s. 5, from payment of estate duty ona 
settled legacy on the death of a tenant for life was abolished, and 
wecording|y estate duty would, on the death of the niece, become pay 
able, as well as legacy duty. The niece was still living and a spinster. 
This summons was issued by the trustees asking whether, as to the 
legacy of £6,000, *‘ free of all duty,’’ they ought to set aside any sums 
to meet the le gacy an and the estate duty payable on the death of 
the niece, or whether both or either of such duties were payable out of 
the legacy itself. 

Eve, J.—The question as to the legacy duty turns on the true con 
struction of the phrase ‘‘ free of all duty,’’ and that as to estate duty 
on whether the legal operation of the phrase is to be ascertained at the 
date of the death of the testatrix or at the death of the niece. On 
the question of construction, I think the legacy duty is clearly payable 
out of the general estate. The observations of Farwell, J., in Re 
Turnbull (1905, 1 Ch. 732, 733) are exactly in point. The question as 
to the estate duty presents more difficulty, and has not apparently been 
the subjece of any direct decision. At the respective dates, when the 
testatrix made her will and died, and for more than eighteen months 
after the last-mentioned date, the settled legacy was, by virtue of th 
Finance Act, 1894, exempt from the payment of estate duty on the 
death of the niece, but by section 14 of the Finance Act, 1914, it is 
enacted that this relief shall cease in the case of any person dying after 
15th August, 1914, and, as the niece is still living, estate duty will be 
payable on her death. The authorities cited by Mr. Owen Thompson 
establish this, that had the Act of 1914 become law between the date of 
her codicil and the death of the testatrix, the operation of the gift, as 
I have construed it, would have extended to throw the burden of this 
duty on the genera] estate, but they go no further, and it is material 
to examine the ground upon which they went as far as they did. Put 
shortly, it is this, that although legislation subsequent to the date of 
the testamentary disposition cannot alter tiie construction of the gift, it 
may operate to enlarge its application, and in determining what is the 
scope, extent or application of the gift, regard is to be had to the 
moment when the testamentary disposition comes into operation, and 
not to its date. On this principle a gift “free of all duty’’ can 
properly be extended so as to include new duties imposed between the 
will and the death. But the principle has, I think, no application, and 
ought not to be extended so as to be made applic able, to a case where a 
new duty has been imposed, or an exemption hag been abolished, after 
the date when the will comes into operation. Apart from the con- 
sideration—a very material one—that so to apply it might in effect 
make the subsequent legislation in some senses retrospective, difficulties 
ot a very serious nature at once present themselves in any attempt to give 
practical effect to such application. These considerations appear to me 
to afford sufficient reasons for holding that the application or operation 
of such a gift as we have in this case must be determined with reference 
to the duties imposed or in respect of the legacy at the date of the 
death, and ought not to be extended to duties created or imposed by 
legislation subsequent to that date. Accordingly I hold that the estate 
duty referred to in the summons will be payable out of the legacy, ar 
not out of the general -estate.—Counser, (. W. J'urner; Owen Thomp 

n:J.R Rrooke , L. Mos op. SOLICITORS, Johnaon, Raymond, B er. 
& Co.; Braikenridge & Edwards, for Swayne, Havers, & Harfeld, 
Southampton; W. H. & A. G. Herbert; Sydney G. Pothill. 

(Reported by 8. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Ke HOUGHTON. HOUGHTON v. HOUGHTON. Joyce, J. 
13th, 14th and 20th April ; 10th May. 


INTESTACY—MvuRDER—PARRICIDE AND FRatTRICIDE— MURDERER 
Next or Kin—Lvunatic—Devo ution. 


Where a man on a trial for murdering his brother was found 
at the time when he committed the act, and was indicted ai 
murdering his father, but that charge was not, in the event 
finding of the jury on the former charge, proceeded with, and 
the father died intestate, 

Held, that there was no reason why the lunatic should not have taken 
a beneht under his hather's will had he made « will. and acco: lo 
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his father's 
which 


that a fortiori he was entitled to take his proper share on 
intestacy in the property of his father, the disposition of 
regulated by positive provisions of statute law. 

The decision in Felstead v. The Director of Publi 
A. (. 534) applied. 

This was an originating summons to determine a novel point. In 
February, 1914, a certain man was alleged to have murdered his brother 
and his father, the father having been killed immediately after the 
brother. He wasduly convicted of the murder of his brother, but the 
jury found that he was insane at the time when he committed the act, 
and it was ordered by the Court that he should be detained during His 
Majesty's pleasure. In view of the result of this trial, the trial for 
the murder of his father was not proceeded with The brother was an 
infant at the date of his death, and the father thereupon became 
entitled to his personal estate, which consisted mainly of insurance 
policies of about £15,000. The father died intestate, and his widow 
took out this summons to determine the following questions (inter 
alia) :—Whether, under the circumstances, the lunatic was entitled, as 
one of the statutory next of kin of his father, to a share in the personal 
estate of his father, or whether he precluded on the ground of 
public policy or otherwise from receiving any share of the estate; and 
(2) among what persons the personal estate of the father ought to be 
distributed, and in what shares and proportions 

Joycr, J., after stating the facts, said: I shall apply the principle 
of the decision in Felstead v. The Director of Public Prosecutions (1914 
A. C. 534). The lunatic, if actually tried, would have been acquitted 
of any criminal offence even if found guilty of actually killing his 
father. Consequently there appears to be no reason why he should not 
take any benefit under the will of his father if the father had left a 
will. In my judgment there is still less reason, if that be possible, why 
this lunatic should not take his proper share under his father’s 
intestacy, the disposition of whose property is regulated by the positive 
provisions of the statute law.—CounseL, 7'omlin, K.C., and Whitmore 
Richards; Hughes, K.C., and J. 1. Stirling (for H. Boraston, on 
H.M.S.); Ward ¢ oldridge, K.C., and Owen Thompson. SOLICITORS 
Vizard, Oldham, Crowder, d Aeh, for Oldham & Marsh, Melton Mow 
bray ; Stdeman & Neate. 

[Reported by L. M. May for R. C. CanrtneTon (on H.M.8.), Barrister-at-Law.) 
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New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 11th June contains the following : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 2nd June (printed below), postponing 
till 1st July, 1916, the coming into operation of the Merchant Shipping 
(Convention) Act, 1914. 


The London Gazette of 15th June contains the following : 

2. An Order in Council, dated 10th June (printed below), containing 
Regulations under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, 
in pursuance of the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 
1915, for the control in prescribed areas of the sale and supply of 
intoxicating liquor. 

3. An Order in Council, dated 10th June 
amending the Defence of the Realm Regulations 

4. Notices to Mariners, both dated 12th June, with reference to 
(1) North Sea, River Thames and English Channel, (2) England, South 
East Coast. 


printed below), for 


ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914. 


Whereas on the 20th day of January, 1914, an International Conven 
tion for the Safety of Life at Sea, and for purposes incidental thereto, 
was duly entered into by His Majesty and the other Signatory Powers 
more especially referred to and set out in the said Convention : 

And whereas a Statute 4 & 5 Geo. V., c. 50, intituled ‘‘ An Act to 
make such amendments of the Law relating to Merchant Shipping as 
are necessary or expedient to give effect to an International Convention 
for the Safety of Life at Sea,’’ (being the Convention above referred 
to), was passed on the 10th day of August, 1914, the short title of which 
is ‘‘ The Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914 

And whereas by Section 29, Sub-section 5, of the said Act, it was 
provided as follows :— 

“This Act shall come into operation on the lst day of July, 1915: 

** Provided that His Majesty may, by Order in Council, from time 
to time postpone the coming into operation of this Act for such period 
not exceeding on any occasion of postponement year 
specified in the Order.”’ 

And whereas His Majesty deems it expedient, 
war, that the provisions of the Merchant Shipping 
1914, should be postponed : 

Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, that th 
Merchant Shipping (Convention) Act, 1914, shall 
coming into operation until the Ist day of Ja: 


2nd June. 


as may be 


a state of 
Convention) Act, 


ing to 


provisions of the 
postponed from 
1916 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 
Capital Stock .. on oes see - .- £400,000 
Debenture Stock oak ‘ee _ _ : £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full information ean be obtained at the Society's Offices. 
G. H. MAYNE, Seoretery. 





ORDER IN COUNCIL, 
Liquor Control. 


Whereas by the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act 
Majesty in ( has po during the 
war to regulations tor se the publi 
of the Realm 

And whereas by the Defence of the Realm 
Act, 1915, His Majesty in Council has power t 
the first-mentioned Act, to take effect in any area to which they are 
applied under the said Amendment Act, for the purposes of the con 
trol by the State of the sale and supply of intoxicating liquor within 
the area: 

And whereas for the purpose of increasing directly or indirectly the 
efficiency 
alcoholism, o1 
hereinafter 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, t and it is hereby ordered, that in every 
area to which tl gulations are applied by Order in Council 
made under the Defence of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 1915, 
the following provisions shall have effect 


Board 

1. The prescribed Government authority shall be a Board to be 
called the Central Control Board (Liquor Traflic) (hereinafter referred 
the Board ’’), consisting of a chairman and such persons as the 
Minister of Munitions may from time to time appoint 

The quorum of the Board shall be such as the Board may determin: 
and the Board may regulate their own procedure, and no act or pri 
ceeding of the Board shall be questioned on account of any vacancy iv 
the Board : ‘ 

The Board may sue and be sued, and shall have an official seal which 
shall be officially and judicially noticed, and such seal shall be 
authenticated by any two members of the Board or the Secretary to 
the Board. 

The Board may appoint a Secretary and such officers, inspectors and 
servants for the purpose of these Regulations as the Board, subject t 
the approval of the Treasury as to number, may determine 

Every document purporting to be an order or other instrument issued 
by the Board and to be sealed with the seal of the Board authenticated 
in manner provided by these Regulations, or to be signed by the Secre 
tary to the Board or any person authorised by the Board to act on behalf 
of the Secretary, shall be received in evidence, and be deemed to be 
such an order or instrument without further proof unless the contrary 
is shewn. 

Any property acquired by the Board shall be vested in such two or 
more members of the Board asthe Board may appoint to act as trustees 
on their behalf for the purpose, and upon the death, resignation, or 
removal of a trustee the property vested in that trustee shall, without 
conveyance or assignment, and whether the property is real or personal, 
vest in the succeeding trustees either solely or together with any survis 
ing or continuing trustees, and,. until the appointment of succeedin 
trustees, shall so vest in the surviving or succeeding trustee only 
in all legal proceedings whatsoever rf ' 
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Powers of Board to control Sale of Liquor 
2. For the purposes of the control of the sale and supply of 
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Tnmunity from Licensing Law. 


Board may, without any licence (whether justices’ or « 
vhether for the sale of intoxicating liquor or otherwise), « 
i ny premises occupied by them any business involving the sale 
supply of intoxicating liquor, refreshments, or tobacco, and f 
purpose shall not be subject to any of the provisions of the law r 
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Suspension of Covenants, &e. 


13. All obligations under covenant, contract, or otherwise, to 
the holder of a licence or the occupier of licensed premises is subj 
1 which the provisions of these Regulations or any action of tl 
joard taken thereunder make it impossible for him to fulfil, or 
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inconsistent with 
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Suspension of Licences. 
uny action taken by the Board under t! 
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licence, but the premises shall be deemed to be duly licensed for the 
carrying on of such other business. 


Power to Grant Excise Licence on Aut hority of Certificate from Board. 


15. An excise licence may, notwithstanding anything in the law 
relating to licensing, be granted as respects any premises in the area on 
the authority of a certificate from the Board, and any excise licence 
so granted shall be valid in all respects, and, subject to the provisions 
of these Regulations, the law relating to the holders of justices’ licences 
shall apply to the holders of such certificates as if such a certificate was 
a justices’ licence. 

No such conditions need be attached to the grant of any such certifi 
cate as must be attached to the grant of a new justices’ on-licence., 


Dele gation of Powers by Resolution 


16. Any powers conferred on the Board by these Regulations may, 
if the Board by resolution so determine, be exe! ised on behalf of the 
Board by any persons whom the Board may appoint for the purposé 


Supple mental Powers 


17. In addition to the powers expressly conferred on them by thes 
Regulations, the Board shali have such supplemental and incidenta) 
powers a8 may be necessary f carrying into effect the 


tor purposes ol! 
these Regulations. 


Powers of Inspectors 


18. Any inspector or other person authorised by the Board shall have 
power to enter, if need be by force, and inspect any licensed premises 
within the area and any club or other premises within the area where 
he has reason to believe that intoxicating liquor is sold by retail or 
supplied, to demand the production of and to inspect and take copies 
of or extracts from any books or documents relating to the business 
carried on therein, and to take samples of any intoxicating liquor found 
therein. 


Prohibition on Obstructing Inspectors, d« 


19. If any person obstructs or impedes any inspector or other person 
acting under the instructions or authority of the Board, or refuses to 
answer any question reasonably put to him by any such inspector or 
person, or makes or causes to be made any false statement to any such 
inspector or person, or refuses to produce any document in his possession 
which he is required by any such inspector or person to produce, he 
shal] be guilty of a summary offence against the Defence of the Realn 
(Consolidation) Regulations, 1914 


{itempts fo Commit Offences 


20. If any person attempts to contravene, or induces or attempts to 
induce any other person to contravene, any provision of these Regula 
tions or any order made thereunder, gr any conditions or restrictions 
imposed by the Board, he shall be guilty of a summary offence against 
the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914. 


Pe nalties 


21. A person guilty of a summary offence against the Defence of the 
Realm (Consoiidation) Regulations, 1914, is liable to be sentenced to 
imprisonment with or without hard labour, for a term not exceeding 
six months or to a fine not exceeding one hundred pounds or to both 
such imprisonment and fine, and if the Court so orders, to forfeit the 
goods in respect of which the offence is committed. 


Exemption from Penalties unde: Licensing Law 


22. No person shall be liable to any penalty under the law relating 
to licensing or the sale of intoxicating liquor in respect of any action 
taken by him if such action is taken in pursuance of any order made or 
instructions given by the Board. 


, 


Notice qiven to the 


Oz 


25. The Board before acquiring any licensed premises or club or an 
interest therein, or taking possession. of any licensed premises or club, 
shall give notice of their intention to the Commissioners of Customs and 
Excise, and where the Board carry on, or appoint or authorise any 
person to carry on, any business involving the sale or supply of intoxi 
eating liquor they shall furnish to the Commissioners of Customs and 
Excise particulars as to the nature of the business to be carried on by 
him, and as to any person so appointed or authorised, and any othe 
particulars required by the Commissioners. . 


to be Commissioners of Customa and Eaciae. 


Enforcement by Police 


24. It shall be the duty of the police to enforce these Regulations, 
and any orders of the Board made thereunder. 


Applic ation to Scotland. 


25. These Regulations shall apply to Scotland subject to the following 
modifications :— 

References to real or personal property shall be construed as 
references to heritable and moveable property respectively : “in 
toxicating liquor ’’ shal] mean ‘‘exciseable liquor ”’ i 
in possession ’’ shall mean “ estate of the proprietor or lessor ’ 
“‘mortgage *’ shall mean “heritable security ”’ 
a justices’ licence shall be reference to a 
as defined in Part VII. of the Licensing (Scotland) Act, 


“*fee sin ple 


ind a reference to 
certificate 


1903 


construed as a 





THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 


(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
SUBSCRIBED CAVPITAL ove £1,050,000 
PAID-UP CAPITAL _... on £150,000 
RESERVES =— wn ~ £288,000 

General Manager—DAVID M. LINLEY. Sccretary—T. WILLIAMS. 

FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 

PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTOR-CAR, LIFT, CRANE 
and HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 

GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 

Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 

within the United Kingdom. Ne Forcign Business undertaken, 
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28. The Regulations Defence of the Realm 
Liquor Control) Regulations 
10th Jun 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


Whereas by an Order in Council dated the twenty eighth day ot 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased to 
make regulations (called the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regu 
1914), under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, 
for securing the public safety and the defence of the Realm : 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 
Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, and the Defence of the Realm (Amend 
ment) No. 2 Act, 1915 : 

And whereas the said regulations have 
Council, dated the twenty-third day of March, the thirteenth day of 
April, the twenty-ninth day of April, and the second day of June, nine 
teen hundred and fifteen 

And expedient further to amend the said r¢ gulations ift 
manner 

Now, 
His Privy C 
amendments be made in the said reg 

1. After Regulation 6 the following regulation shall be inserted 

6a. The power of the Secretary of Stateunder section one hun 

dred and fifty of the Factory and Workshop Act 1901, by order, 

to the extent and during the period named by him, to exempt from 
that Act in case of any public emergency any factory or workshop 

to the Crown or anv factory or workshop mn respect of 
behalf of the Crown, shall extend 


lations, 


been amended by Orders in 


whereas it Is 
hereinafter appearing 

therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
uncil, to order, and it 1s hereby ordered, that the following 
ulations 


belonging 


work which is being done on 
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to any factory or workshop in which the Secretary of State is 

satisfied that by reason of the loss of men through enlistment or 

transference to Government service, or of other circumstances 
arising out of the present war, exemption is necessary to secure the 
carrying on of work which is required in the national interest.” 

2. For Regulations 11 and 12 the following regulations shall be sub 
stituted, without prejudice however to any order made or proceedings 
commenced under the regulations so superseded, and any such order 
until revoked shall continue in force and have effect as if made under 
the regulations hereby substituted therefor : 

“11. The Secretary of State or any person authorised by him 
may by order direct that all lights, or lights of any specified class 
or description, shall be extinguished or obscured in such manner, 
between such hours, within such area, and during such period, as 
may be specified in the order, and if any light is not extinguished 
or obscured as required by the order, any person having control of 
the light for the time being, and the occupier or other person having 
control or management of or being in charge of any premises or any 
vehicle in or on which the light is displayed, shall be guilty of a 
summary offence against these regulations, and any person autho 
rised by the Secretary of State in that behalf, or any police con 
stable, or, if no police constable is available, any soldier or sailor 
on sentry patrol or other similar duty, may extinguish or obscure 
any light which is not extinguished or obscured in accordance with 
the order, and for that purpose may enter any premises or stop and 
seize any vehicle or do any other act that may be necessary. 

“ Any such order as aforesaid may provide that vehicles or vehicles 
of any specified class or description shall, when travelling within 
the area specified in the order during the period to which the order 
applies, carry such lamps as may be specitied in the order properly 
trimmed, lighted, and attached, and any police constable may stop 

and seize any vehicle which does not carry lamps in accordance 
with the order, and the person in charge or having control of the 
vehicle shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations. 

“The powers conferred by this regulation shall be in addition to 
and not in derogation of the powers conferred on the competent 
naval or military authority by regulation 12, and the competent 
naval or military authority may, notwithstanding anything in an 
order under this regulation, on any occasion that he consilers it 
necessary for any naval or military purpose require any lights to be 
lighted or kept lighted, of vehicle to be 
extinguished 

In the application of this regulation to Scotland, references 

to the Secretary for Scotland shall be substituted for references to 

the Secretary of State. 

“12. The competent naval or military authority may by order 
direct that all lights or lights of any specified class or description 
shall be extinguished or obscured in such manner, between such 
hours, within such area, and during such period, as may be specified 
in the order, and, if any light is not extinguished or obscured as 
required by the order, any person having control of the light for the 
time being, and the occupier or other person having control or 
management of or being in charge of any premises or any vehicle 
in or on which such light is displayed, shail be guilty of an offence 
against these regulations, and any person authorised by the com 
petent naval or military authority in that behalf, or any police 
constable, or any soldier or sailor on sentry patrol or other similar 
duty, may extinguish or obscure any light which is not extinguished 
or obscured in accordance with the order, and for that purpose may 
enter any premises or stop and seize any vehicle or do any other 
act that may be necessary, 

**12a. No lamp shall without lawful authority be carried on any 
vehicle (other than a locomotive or carriage on a railway) which 
displays any coloured light except such imeed lights as may be 
required by any law or regulation for the time being in force. 

“ No lamp shall without lawful authority be carried on any such 
vehicle unless it is so constructed, fitted, and attached— a 

“(a) as not to be capable of movement independent of the 
movement of the vehicle; and 

“(6) as not to throw light in any direction other than that 
in which the vehicle is proceeding or is intended to proceed, 
except in the case of lamps required by any law or regulation for 
the time being in force to throw its light in some other direction. 

“Where any lamp is carried in any vehicle in contravention of 
this regulation the person in charge or having control of the vehicle 
shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations : 

“ Provided that nothing in this regulation shall be construed as 
affecting the red and green side panels with which lamps used on 
vehicles are usually fitted.” 

3. After Regulation 14a the following regulation shall be inserted :— 

“148. Where on the recommendation of a competent naval or 
military authority or of one of the advisory committees hereinafter 
mentioned it appears to the Secretary of State that for securing the 
public safety or the defence of the Realm it is expedient in view 
of the hostile origin or associations of any person that he shall be 
subjected to such obligations and restrictions as are hereinafter 
mentioned, the Secrgtary of State may by order require that person 
forthwith, or from time to time, either to remain in, or to proceed 
to amd reside in, such place as may be specified in the order, and 
to comply with such directions as to reporting to the police, restric 
tion of movement, and otherwise as may be specified in the order, 
or to be interned in such place as may be specified in the order : 


require lights on any 





Neen 

“Provided that any such order shall, in the case of any person 
who is not a subject of a state at war with His Majesty, include 
express provision for the due consideration by one of such advisory 
committees of any representations he may make against the order 

“If any person in respect of whom any order is made under this 
regulation fails to comply with any of the provisions of the order 
he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations. 

“The advisory committees for the purposes of this regulation 
shall be such advisory committees as are appointed for the purpose 
of advising the Secretary of State with respect to the internment 
and deportation of aliens, each of such committees being presided 
over by a person who holds or has held high judicial office. 

“In the application of this regulation to Scotland, references to 
the Secretary for Scotland shall be substituted for references to the 
Secretary of State. 

“Nothing in this regulation shall be construed to restrict or 
prejudice the application and effect of Regulation 14, or any power 
of interning aliens who are subjects of any state at war with His 
Majesty.”’ 

4. In Regulation 18 for the words “any other information intended 
to be communicated to the enemy or” there shall be substituted the 
words “any information.” 

5. After Regulation 22 the following regulation shall be inserted 

“22a. If any person, without lawful authority or excuse, uses or 
has in his possession or under his control any cipher, code, or other 
means adapted for secretly communicating naval or military in 
formation, he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations, 
unless he proves that the cipher, code, or other means of secret 
communication is intended and used solely for commercial or other 
legitimate purposes. 

‘* Any person who has in his possession or under his control any 
cipher, code, or other means of secret communication shall, if re 
quired by the competent naval or military authority, or any person 
authorized by him, or by any police constable, supply the key or 
other means for deciphering it, and if he fails to do so shall be 
guilty of an offence against these regulations.”’ 

6. The powers of searching premises, and other incidental powers con- 
ferred by Regulation 51 on competent naval or military authorities and 
persons authorized by them, may be exercised by a police constable, and 
consequently in that regulation, after the words ‘‘any person duly 
authorized by him,”’ there shall be inserted the words ‘‘ or any police 
constable.”’ 

7. At the end of the first paragraph of Regulation 56a the following 
proviso shall be added ; 

‘* Provided that a sentence of death shall not be imposed unless 
the jury find that the offence was committed with the intention of 
assisting the enemy.”’ 

8. At the end of Regulation 58 the following paragraph shall be 
inserted : 

** In addition and without prejudice to any powers which a court 
may possess to order the exclusion of the public from any proceed- 
ings, if, in the course of proceedings before a court of summary 
jurisdiction against any person for an offence against these regula- 
tions or the proceedings on appeal, application is made by the 
prosecution, in the public interest, that all or any portion of the 
public shall be excluded during any part of the hearing, the court 
may make an order to that effect, but the passing of sentence shall 
in any case take place in public.”’ 

After Regulation 58a the following regulation shall be inserted : 

‘* 588. Where under these regulations any act if done without 
lawful authority or without lawful authority or excuse is an offence 
against these regulations, the burden of proving that the act was 
done with lawful authority or with lawful authority or excuse shall 
rest on the person accused.”’ 

10th June, 


NOTICE BY PUBLIC TRUSTEE. 
British Property in Enemy Countries. 


It has been arranged that the Public Trustee shall keep a record of :— 
(«) Debts (including bank balances) due to British subjects from 
persons residing in enemy countries. (Form G.) 
(6) Other property in enemy countries (including 
belonging to British subjects. (Form H.) 

Any person desiring to record such claims or property can obtain the 
necessary form for that purpose from the Public Trustee. Applications 
should be made to the Public Trustee (Trading with the Enemy Depart- 
ment), No. 2, Clement’s Inn, Strand, W.C. 

It must be clearly understood that the action of the Public Trustee 
will be confined to entering upon the record claims of which particulars 
are supplied to him, and that it in no way commits His Majesty's 
Government either to responsibility for the correctness of the claim 
entered or to taking any action on the conclusion of hostilities or other- 
wise for the recovery of the debts or property in question. 

Notr.—The Public Trustee will record claims against enemy Govern- 
ments in respect of public securities of those Governments held by the 
claimants, but other claims against enemy Governments (¢.g., in respect 
of goods or property requisitioned or sequestrated) as distinct from 
claims against enemy subjects should be notified to the Director of the 
Foreign Claims Office, Foreign Office, 8.W. 
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NOTICE. 
Colonial Stock Act, 1900 (63 and 64 Vict. c. 62). 
Addition to the List of Stocks under Section 2. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under 
mentioned Stock registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom : 

Victorian Government 44 per cent. Inscribed Stock, 1920-25. 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, sub-section (2) of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900 
Section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 9th June, 1915. 

NOTICE, 
Colonial Stock Act, 1900 (63 and 64 Vict. c. 62). 
Addition to the List of Stocks under Section 2. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, the Lords 
Commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury hereby give notice that the 
provisions of the Act have been complied with in respect of the under 
mentioned Stock registered or inscribed in the United Kingdom : 

Unien of South Africa 45 per cent. Instribed Stock, 1920-25. 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2, sub-section (2) of the Trustee 
Act, 1893, apply to the above Stock (see Colonial Stock Act, 1900, 
Section 2). 

Treasury Chambers, S.W., 9th June, 1915. 


Societies. 
The Union Society of London, 

The weekly meeting of the society was held on Wednesday last, at 
Lecture Room B, Inner Temple, with the vice-president, Mr. J. H. 
Coram, in the chair. Mr. Lauders opened the motion : ‘‘ That the cure 
of intemperance is not to be found in prohibition, but rather on the 
lines laid down by the True Temperance Association,’’ and it was 
carried on by Messrs. Morden, Edison-Thomas and Hall. The motion 
was carried. 


Internment and Repatriation of 


Aliens. 


In the House of Commons on the 10th inst., says the Z’imes, Sir J. 
Simon, the Home Secretary, replying to questions by several members 
on the subject of the internment and repatriation of aliens, said :— 

The Prime Minister announced that, as soon as the naval and military 
authorities provided the necessary accommodation, alien enemies who 
are adult males of military age would be interned, subject to exemption 
in special cases being recommended by advisory bodies of a judi ial 
character which it was proposed to set up. Men over military age and 
also women and children were in suitable cases to be repatriated. 

Immediate steps were taken for internment as rapidly as the accom 
modation provided by the military authorities permits, and this process 
is continuing. Repatriation is being carried forward concurrently. Down 
to Sth June last 5,339 additional males have been interned, and 2,274 
additional persons have been repatriated, making a total of 5,613. Since 
then, the total has risen to over 6,000, but I cannot give a precise figure 
later than Sth June. The additional number interned completely fills 
all the accommodation the military authorities have yet been able to 
provide, but I am informed by the War Office that this accommodation 
is being increased with all possible dispatch from week to week. 

The figures for alien enemies of military age in the metropolitan area 
are, in round figures, as follows :—Germans, 9,000; Austro Bengosienn, 
4,000. All enemy aliens resident in the City have been interned ; in one 
case an Austrian has been for special cause released. Others trading in 
the City but resident elsewhere in the metropolitan area are included in 
the figures for the metropolitan area, 

I stated on 3rd June the appointment and the composition of the 
Advisory Body. It has already held a number of sittings, and is now 
at work. A separate advisory body has been appointed for Scotland. 
I am informed that the Advisory Body has already considered 1,309 
applications for exemption ; exemption has been granted in 159 of these 
eases, and has been definitely declined in 657 cases. In the remaining 
cases they have called for further information. No alien enemies of any 
age or either sex are permitted to be at large in any prohibited area save 
in exceptional cases decided upon after consultation with the military 
authorities. These exceptions amount in the coastal areas referred to 
to 592 men, 2,134 women. As regards suspected persons who are not 
alien enemies, the House is aware that existing powers did not wholly 
cover such cases, and [ stated yesterday that an Order in Council to 
cover such cases was being obtained. Under this Order in Council it 
will be possible, subject to proper safeguards, and where the defence 
of the realm requires it, to deal with this class of case. 

Mr. Joynson-Hicks: Do not those figures indicate that it will take 
about seven months to complete the internment of enemy aliens? 

Sir J. Simon: I do not think they bear that indication. The intern- 
ment depends upon the rapidity with which accommodation can be pro 
vided, and I have every hope that it will be provided at an increasingly 
tapid rate. ‘ 

[There was a subsequent statement by Sir John Simon on Thursday 
evening.) 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday :— 

Lincotn’s Inn.—W. Llewellyn, Univ. of Wales; N. D. P. Sacker, 
Moscow Univ., a barrister of the Imperial Courts, Moscow; J. M. 
Watson, M.A., Edin. Univ.; E. R. Pickett, London Univ. ; G. A. E. 
Hope, B.A., Trin. Coll., Oxford; A. T. Nichols, London Univ. ; 
J. T."T. K. Orgle; R. E. Allen, London Univ.; C. Jones, London 
Univ. : R. H. Hobson, London Univ.; J. E. B. Corbin, B.A., Jesus 
Coll., Oxford; G. A. W.- Phillips, B.A., Jesus Coll., Camb.; A. J. 
Long, London Univ. ; R. E. Coleman, London Univ. 

Innern Tempte.—Y. H. Tsan, M.A., Camb.; W. F. Gowers, B.A., 
Camb. ; F. Robinson, M.A., Durham; W. R. F. Osmond, B.A., Oxford ; 
Cc. W. Venning. B.Sc., London; F. K. Griffith, B.A., Oxford; N. C. 
Vaish, B.A., Camb.; C. J. Hoffnung-Goldsmid, B.A., Oxford; A, 8. 
Mott, B.A., Oxford; E. A. Selke, Oxford ; and 8. P. Richardson, B.A., 
LL.B., Camb. 

Mippie Tempte.—W. J. Loughrey ; A. C. Denham; E. C. V. Fouear ; 
H. P. Wells; E. J. Chibbett; A. A. Roberts, B.A.; C. F. J. Liddell ; 
H. D. Rowland; V. 8S. Bhide, B.A., Camb. ; J. A. Whyte; C. J. Frank- 
land ; G. W. Blackwell; R. Sykes, M.A., LL.B., Camb. 

Gray's Inn.—A. de Souza; J. Beard, F.R.C.S., Edin., M.R.C.S., 
L.R.C.P., London, D.P.H., Camb., F.R.S.E., medical officer of health, 
city of Carlisle; A. C. Salisbury; P. J. Hooper; A. T. J. Brown; J. 
Moss: P. F. Doran, LL.B., London Univ., H.M. Customs and Excise ; 
T. F. Garvin, Senior Crown Counsel for Ceylon. 

The above list does not include the names of gentlemen who ap 
parently will not practise in England. 


Obituary. 
Mr. Robert A. Kinglake. 


Mr. Robert Alexander Kinglake, Recorder of Bournemouth, died 
suddenly at Harrogate last week. Born in 1846, the son of Serjeant 
Kinglake, he was educated at Eton and Trinity, Cambridge, and had 
a very distinguished career as an oarsman. He rowed in the Eton eight 
and in the University eight against Oxford in the four years 1863-66, being 
president. of the C.U.B.C, im the latter year. He won the C.U.B.C. 
pairs with Bishop Selwyn in 1863 and again with W. R. Griffiths in 1864, 
in which year he also won the Goblets at Henley. The next year he 
was a member of the Third Trinity crew which won the Stewards’ Cup. 
Mr. Kinglake took an honours degree in mathematics, and was called 
to the Bar by the Inner Temple in 1868. He was Recorder of Penzance 
from 1883 till 1899, when he was appointed to the Recordership of 
Bournemouth. He married, in 1871, the only daughter of Mr. Andrew 
Cuthell, of Eastbourne, 


Mr. Alan E. G. Hulton. 


Lieutenant Alan Edward Grey Hulton, A.S.C., who died on 6th June, 
aged twenty-nine, from the result of a wound received in Flanders on 
25th April, was educated at Clifton and New College, Oxford, at both 
of which he held scholarships He took a First Class in Classical 
Moderations in 1906 and a First in Literm Humaniores in 1908, and won 
the Gladstone Prize in 1905. Ir 1908 he was elected to a Fellowship at 
All Souls, and in 1909 was elected 39th Eldon Law Scholar. He was 
called to the Bar (Inner Temple) in 1911, 


Mr. Frank M. Chance. 
Second Lieutenant Frank Meryon Chance,*whose death in France on 
25th May, at the age of twenty-one, is now officially reported, was the 


only son of Mr. and Mrs. Fred 'H. Chance, of Remony, Streatham Park, 
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S.W. He was educated at Hydneye House, Willingdon, and Tonbridge 
School, after which he spent some time in France and Germany. On 
his return he was articled to a partner of his father, Mr. Robert Coward, 
of the firm of Coward & Hawksley, Sons, & Chance, solicitors, of 50, 
Mincing-lane, E.C. He was much interested in the Boy Scout movement, 
and was an assistant scoutmaster at Streatham. On the outbreak of war 
he enlisted in the 21st County of London Regiment, obtaining his com 
mission in December last in the 24th London Regiment (Queen's), and 
left with his regiment for the front in March last. 


Mr. David Russell. 


Captain David Russell, Post Office Rifles, T.F., who died of wounds 
on Whit Sunday, was the elder brother of Lawrence Russell, of the 
2nd Duke of Wellington's Regiment, who was killed while leading his 
men in August last The brothers were educated together at the Wick, 
Brighton, and Haileybury College, the elder going on to Hertford 
College, Oxford, of which he was an exhibitioner, and the younger to 
Sandhurst. While at Oxford, David Russell rowed for his colle ge and 
commanded the college section of the O.U.O.T.C. He read for honours 
and took a third in history in 1912, after which he was articled to 
Messrs. Taylor, Son, & Humbert, of Uray’s Inn Both the brothers 
were keen Rugby football the being captain of the 
O.U.R.F.C., and the younger of the regimental team which won the 
Army Cup in 1914. David Russell joined the Post Office Rifles in 1913, 
was gazetted captain from September last, and was machine-gun officer 
to his regiment, 


players, elder 


Legal N ews. 


Appointments and [lonours. 


The King has been ple used, by Letters Patent under the Great Seal 
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Lreland, bearing date the 
14th instant, to confer the dignity of a Baron of the United Kingdom 
upon the Right Honourable Sir STANLEY OWEN BUCKMASTER, Lord 
Chancellor, and the male of his body law tten by the 
name, style and title of Baron Buckmaster of Cheddington, in the county 
of Buckingham 

The Right Honourable Sir Eomunv Barron, G.( 
High Court of Australia, having appointed a Member of His 
Majesty's Most Honourable Privy Council on 24th January, 1901, was, 
on 10th June, 1915, by His Majesty's command, sworn, and took 
place at the Board accordingly 

The Right Hon. C. Scorr Dickson, K.C., 
Lord Justice-Clerk, in succession to Lord Kingsburgh, resigned 
Kingsburgh’'s resignation will take effect on Wth June 

Mr. lanativs O'Brien has been appointed to be Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland in the new Mr. O'Brien held the same office in 
the late Government. 

Mr. JonatHan Pim, who was Attorney General f 
late Government, has been appointed the 
Ireland, King’s Bench Division. 

Mr. Jonn Gorpon has been appointed Att wney-General for Ireland 

Mr. James O'Connor, who was Solicitor-General for Lreland in the 
late Government, has been appointed to the same office in the Coalition 
Government 

On Wednesday, the 9th instant, at Buckingham Palace, the King 
conferred the honour of Knighthood upon the Right Honourable 
Freperick Epwin Smirn, K.C., His Majesty's Solicitor-General 

Mr. ALexXaANDER Macmorran, K.C., been 
Recorder of Hastings, in place of the late Mr. J. F 
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Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Benan Taytor and Witrren Husert Avery STAnBury, 
(Taylor, Stanbury, & Co.), 18, Billiter-street. March 31 
Such business will be carried on in the future by the said Herbert 
Behan Taylor only under the style or firm of Taylor, Stanbury, & 
Co.,’” as hitherto. Gazette, June il. 


Herpert 
solicitors 


General. 


Mr. Henry Anthony Huxtable, of Rednit, Dorchester, Dorset, soli 
vitor, for some years Town Clerk of Weymouth, left estate 
£28.633. 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed the Hon. A. E. A. 
barrister-at-law, to be his private secretary, and Ronald M. Mac 
Esq., to be his private sec retary fos ecclesiastical patronage. 

Lieutenant Robert Patrick Haldane, 6th Black Watch (T.F.).. died of 
wounds in France between 15th and 14th June, aged twenty-one. He 
was the eldest son of Sir William Haldane. Crown Agent for Scotland, 
of 55, Melville-street, Edinburgh, and nephew of Lord Haldane. Born 
in 1895, he was educated at Edinburgh Academy and Balliol College, 
Oxford, and received his commission on the outbreak of war being 
promoted lieutenant last January. His brother, T. G. N. Haldane, is 
serving as & midshipman, and his cousin, Second Lieutenant J. B. S 


Haldane, Black Watch, has 


of gross value 


Napier, 
*kenzie, 


been wounded 





| information, as that would not be in the public interest. 





Mr. Edward Brownlow Haygarth, aged sixty, of Castle-street, 
Cirencester, Gloucs., solicitor, son of the Rev. J. 8. Haygarth, one of 
the first principals of the Royal Agricultural College, left estate of gross 
value £3,756. 

Mr. Marmaduke Tennant, of Cae Hir, Pentyla, Aberavon, Glamorgan, 
solicitor, for over fifty years Town Clerk of Aberavon, and believed to 
be the oldest Town Clerk in the Kingdom, for some years Deputy Pro 
vincial Grand Master of Freemasons in Wales, left estate of gross value 
£15,606. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Mr. E. Wason asked 
whether any reply had yet been received from the American Ambas 
sador in Germany as to the treatment of the thirty-nine British officers 
interned in Germany, in view of the change in the treatment of German 
submarine officers interned in this country. Lord R. Cecil : Telegraphic 
information has just been received through the United States 
Ambassador to the effect that steps will be taken at once to return the 
thirty-nine British officers to their former places of internment, and a 
list of names and places will be sent as soon as the transfers take place 
Mr. Kellaway asked whether the noble lord did not consider that the 
Government had created a most unfortunate precedent by allowing 
itself to be blackmailed by Germany. Lord R. Cecil : I do not consider 
that the Government has been blackmailed by Germany. 

Mr. Reginald Heber Radcliffe, aged sixty, of Thornton, Lancashire, 
late of Victoria-street, and Waterloo Park, Liverpool, solicitor, a promi 
nent evangelist, who built the ‘‘ Sun’’ halls in the Liverpool district, 
and carried on evangelization work in those buildings, left estate, ‘‘ so 
far as at present can be ascertained,’’ of gross value £110,000. 

A Reuter’s message from Amsterdam, date 16th June, says :—KFrom 
Maastricht the 7'yd learns that the execution of eight Liége citizens 
for alleged espionage has produced a most painful impression on the 
population of Liége and the greatest anger. Some twenty other citizens 
are still in prison for similar reasons and great anxiety prevails con- 
cerning their fate. Some relief is now afforded by a telegram from 
the Kaiser, which is exhibited close to the published list of the executed 
persons, saying that in future even a death-sentence by Court-martial 
must have his sanction. It is generally believed that human lives will 
in future be in less jeopardy. 

Lord Robert 


Cecil, in a written Parliamentary answer to Mr 
tawlinson, 


His Majesty's Government are already taking the 
following steps to prevent the importation of cotton into Germany 
Its export from this country is prohibited to all foreign ports in Eurupe 
the Mediterranean and Black Sea other than those of France, 
except Baltic ports), Belgium, Spain, and Portugal. No exports 
allowed to Belgiim. All cotton from overseas suspected of 
possessing an enemy destination is brought in, and where Tt is found 
that these suspicions are justified the ship is required to discharge the 
cotton, and it is restored to the owner on such terms as the Prize Court 
may consider just. 

Messrs. Knight, Frank, & Rutley wrote to the 7'imes (15th inst.) as 
follows:—-A good deal of misconception appears to exist in respect of 
the sale of Stonehenge, and, on behalf of Sir Cosmo Antrobus, we write 
to explain that the property is under the protection of the Ancient 
Monuments Act, which ensures its preservation. Although Stonehenge 
is to be included in the sale of the Amesbury Abbey estate in September 
next, Sir Cosmo Antrobus, who is only tenant for life, proposes, if his 
powers permit him to do so, to impose conditions providing for the 
public having access thereto for all time. It is to be hoped, however, 
that Stonehenge may be bought either by the Government or by a4 
learned society, and our instructions are that if any reasonable proposal 
be made for its acquisition with the intention of preserving the monu- 
ment in the public interest, we are to facilitate a sale by private treaty 
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| before the auction. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, in reply to a question by 
Sir W. Byles as to the protection of our troops against asphyxiating 
gas, and as to whether any disabling gas, not re pm inhuman in its 
effects, had been adopted by way of reprisal, Mr. Tennant said : I am 
afraid this is not a matter upon which I can give my hon. friend full 
But I may 
assure him that effective measures for protection against these attacks 
have been and are being taken. The assistance of scientific men has not 
only been freely offered, but is also being fully utilised. Pressed to 
give an answer to the part of the question relating to reprisals Mr 
Tennant said he was unable to say whether effix iency would entail 
cruelty or not. : 

A petition, says the 7'imes, was recently presented to the Committee 
of the Stock Exchange asking that the old custom of delivering stock 
to the ultimate purchaser should be reverted to, and the 
committee announced that it had made a ruling giving effect to this 
suggestion. The committee has decided that the settlement of 
bargains in securities deliverable by deed of transfer shall be carried 
out on the principles of the book of rules, and not on those of the 
temporary arrangements made in August last, whereby bargains were 
settled direct between those who made them. Under this ruling it 15 
open to the ultimate seller of stock to deliver to the issuer of the ticket, 
subject to his rights under Rule 96, and entries in the books of each 
member through whose hands the ticket passes should be made at 
the ticket price, differences becoming payable on the day after the 
passing of the ticket. This means that instead of A, the first seller, 
passing stock to B, the first buyer, who subsequently sold to C, he 
transfers it direct to C, as in the days before the war. This develop 
ment is interesting, as it represents the first movement in the return 
to pre-war practice on the Stock Exchange. 
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Captain Reinfred’Tatton Arundell, 2nd Rajputs (Indian Army), of | 
Cheriton Fitzpaine, Crediton, Devon, formerly of the Leicestershire 


Result of Sale. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD held their fortnightly sale at the Mart on Thursday 


Regiment, who saw service in Tibet, and who was killed in action at | last, when the following lots were sold at the prices named :— 


Serapeum, Suez Canal, Egypt, on 3rd February last, aged thirty eight 
years, left unsettled property of the gross value of £28,832, with net 
personalty £28,339. After making provision for certain specific bequests, 
the testator left the residue of his property to ali of his nephews and 
nieces, directing that it should not be divided until Ist January, 1940, 
“thus allowing for late arrivals,’’ the income being meanwhile used by 
his executors (his brother, the Rev. Wilbraham Harris Arurdell, rector 
of Cheriton Fitzpaine, and the Rev. Ernest Bramwell, vicar of Burles- 
combe, Somerset) for the education of theie own children. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, in answer to Mr. Houston, 
Sir J. Simon said the total number of special constables enrolled in the 
metropolitan area was 32,617; but more than a fourth of that number 
were enrolled for the protection of their employers’ works, and the 
others were largely employed on duties which arose out of the war and 
did not exist in time of peace. The help given by the special constables 
was invaluable, but the regular police force had been diminished by 
several thousands owing to enlistment and to the demands of the War 
Office and Admiralty, and the Commissioner of Police was satisfied that 
its further depletion could not with safety be permitted. 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
“Oxford ’’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’”’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of WILLIAM Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 





Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 1. PFJoyor. NEVILLE, 
Monday, June 21 Mr. Church Mr. Borrer Mr. Leach Mr. Synge 
Tuesday 22 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Borrer 
y Synge Goldgchmidt Church Jolly 
Jolly Farmer Greswell Bloxam 
Bloxam Church Jolly Goldschmidt 
Greswell Synge Borrer Farmer 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Eve. SARGANT. ASTBURY. YOuNGER, 
Mr. Greswell Mr. Jolly Mr. Farmer Mr. Goldschmidt 

22 Church Gpeswell Synge Bloxam 

Borrer Bloxam Farmer 

Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Church 

Synge ‘armer Leach Greswell 

Jolly Bloxam Church Leach 











The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
June 30.—Mesars. Doveras Youne & Co., at the Mart at 2: Leasehold Properties 
(see advertisement, back page this week). 
July 6. - Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at the Mart: Freehold Sport- 
ing Estate (see advertisement, page 551, June 12, 1915). 
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ABSOLUTE REVERSION to about £3,163. ee a “ » £1,065 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette. —TURSDAY, June 8. 


Epa STEAMSHIP Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Jobn 
Asbury, Finsbury Pavement House, liquidator. 

E. T. CLEATHERO & SoNs,"LTD.—Oreditors are required, on or before June 24, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arnold 
Watson, 111, Corn Exchange bidgs, Manchester, liquidator. 

H. P. SAUNDERSON & Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank 
Geoghegan, 21, Bucklersb try, liquidator, 

NEEDHAM & Lvuasprn, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 2, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to B, Harry 

* Palmer, 6, St. Peter's Church waik, Nottingham, liquidator. 

RHONDDA VALLEY RESERVOIR ConsTRUCcTION Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 19, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or ciaims, to John Paxton Clarkson, 16, Devonshire sq, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, June 8, 


Eda Steamship Co, Ltd. 

American Piateless Teeth Inatitate, Ltd, 
Joseph Brigas & Co, Ltd. 

Aston Tube Works, Ltd. 

Acmor, Ltd. 

Dinard Improvement Co, Ltd. 


Brogan and Horseman, Ltd. 
Anglo-Saxon Construction Co, Ltd. 
American Register, Ltd. 
Daubenay, Ltd 

G. P. I. Syndicate, Ltd 

Outw: od Paper & Board Co. 
George H. Baker (Buarwel!) Ltd. 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY OF CLAM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 4. 


ANOUL, EMILY Mrra Spencer, Connaught sq, Hyde pk July 17 Bolton & Co 
Temple gdns 

ASCROFT, ALFRED EDWARD, Blackpool July 15 Ascroft & Co, Blackpool 

BARNEY, BARNETT, Kentish fown rd, Tailor July1 Evans & Co, Theobald’s rd 

BARTLE, LYDIA ANS, Denho'me, nr Bradford June 30 Crabtree, Bradford 

BEANLAND, JOHN ALBERT, Braiford, Pawnbroker se 1 Mackrell, Bradford 

BERNFIRLD, SAMUEL, Manchester, Merchant uly 17 Addieshaw & Co 
Manchester 

BERNSTEIN, Dr MeverR Josepn, Manchester July 3 Orrell, Manchester 

Binsy, JOHN PATRICK, Selborne, Hants July | Les & Pembertons, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

BLUETT, Lieut Commander Beatie WILLIAM, RN, late HMS Monmouth Aug3 Watts 
& Co, Newton Abbot 

BorTON, HENRY, Wanstead, Essex June5 Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st 

BOTTOMLEY, MARGARET ALICK, Manchester July 10 Jukes, Preston 


| BOWDEN, FLORENCE MARIAN, Hove, Sussex July 16 Cheesman, Brighton 


Bret’, CHARLES EDWARD, Knightsbridge mans, Bromptonrd July 15 Rawle & Co 
Bedford row 
BROOM, ANNE, Cheltenham July 15 Earengy & Pruen, Cheltenham 


| BROWN, ALICIA, Birkenhead July 5° Reinhardt, Birkenhead 
| CARSE, EpwWaRp, Waterloo, Lancs July 3 Hill & Co, Liverpool 
| COCKERELL, MARY THERRSA, Mandeville p! July 11 Ford & Co, South #q, Grays inn 


Cox, Joun, Worthing July 31 La sghams, Bartlett's bidgs, Holborn cir 

Cox, Mary ANNE, Worthing July 31 Langhams, Bartlett's bidgs, Holborn cir 

CRAVEN, WILLIAM, Leeds, Engineer July 5 Lamb, Leods 

DEELEY, ELLEN, Walsall July 21 Evans & Son, Walsall 

— JANE CHARLOTTE, Clevedon, Somerset June 30 Bolton & Co, Temple 
gdnos - 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATSE 


STrTRmuEpT, 


LONDON, =I. co. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
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PROSPECTUS. 
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David & Co, Cardiff 


Jaly 1 
Tathim & Pr 


Rvane, Davin, Cardiff, Boot Dealer 
Joly 16 


Fiscu, ALAN Gronoe, Bexley, Kent 
fields 
FLETCHER, Ropert, Pendleton, 
Manchester 
FRANCY, CHARLOTTE, Pinhoe, Exeter 
Gask, ELIZABETH, Bkirbeck, Boston, 
Crpes, MaRTHa SPENCER, Nottingham July 10 
GoLiy, JouN WILLIAM, Yarmouth July i2 Rasell & Co, N 
Hiagow, DANTEL, Blundelleands, nr Liverpool, Director of a Brewery Cv 
$1 Pennington, Liverpo»l 
Hintyer, WILLIAM Henry, Bournemouth Jaly 31 Brennand & Wilson, Blandford 
HILTON, ALBERT, Ashton under Lyne, Surgeon Jaly 17 Heath & Sons, Manchester 
Hopexixson, Josgru, Blackburn, Licensed Victualler July 3 Marsden & Marsden 
Blackburo 
HOLLEBONE, FREDERIC, July 
inn fields 
Howes, WItLtaM, Skewen, Glim June 19 Whittington & David, Neath 
Jackson, CunistoPugr, Aldbrongh, Yorks Jane 29 Park & Son, Hull 
Keen, AnTHUR, Birmingham July 31 Pinssnt & Co, Birmingham 
KEYT, SorurA, Little Wilbraham, Cambridge July 1 Eaden & Co, Cambridge 
LINGGARD, SARAH, Ventnor, Isle of Wieht July i2 Buckell & Drew, Ventnor 
MARWOOD, SAMUEL, Kingston upon Hall July 15 Gale & Easton, Hull 
Mason, Roneat GRoRGE, Gravesend, Solicitor's Managing Cierk June 
Great St. Thomas Apostie 
MAS#INGHAM, Kate ELLEN, Liskewrd Joly 2 Leggatt & Loggatt, Great James st 
Neape. Jounw Frepwenicn, Deerbr ok rd, Herne Hill July 13 Laundy & Co. Bedf rd st 
Norgort, Ropert, Coombeinteignhead, Devon, Carnenter June 30 Jourdan & 8on, 


octer, Lincoln's inn 


Lat Master Mariner July 16 Addieshaw & Co, 
Collins, Nor olk at 

June 30 Millingtoa & Co, 

Mott, Nottingham 

wfolk st, Strand 


mpary Aug 


July 7 


Lin's Boston 


Gloucester sq, Wine Merchant 16 Taylor, Lincoln's 


27 Snow & Co, 


Avprews, AMELIA, Derby Jaly 10 Russell, Derby 

BRADLEY, SaMUBL, Cheetham, Manchester June 30 Wood & Lord, Manchester 

BROCKBANK. JoHN THOMAS, Didsbury, Lancs July 3 Ormeroi& Allen, Manchester 

BROWS, SUSANNAH MARIA, Devonshire st, Portland pl July 17 Wall:, & Co O11 Jewry 

BURKE-WARDE, HENRY EDWARD, Portemouth July 8 Hollings, outh 

Carrie, Georer, Whixler, Y irks, Farmer July5 Kirby & Co, Harrogate 

Cook, Josera WiLutam, Kirton in Lindsey, Linc .ln, Farmer Aug 1 Howlett & Son, 
Kirton in Lin ‘sey 

Cook, MARTHA ELLEN, Plaistow, Easex July 10 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldg: 

Cook, WILLIAM, Plaistow, Essex, Registrar of Births and Deaths July 10 Hillearys, 
Fenchurch bidgs 

Dray, ELIZ\, Handsworth, Birmingham July 31 Tanfield & Co, Birmingham 

Diesy, Hon EV8RARD CHARLES, Mansfield st, Cavendish sq July 10 Radcliffes & Ha», 
Craven st, Charing Cross 

DORLACHER, ADELAIDE, Eastbourne July 29 WH & A % Herbert, Cork st 

ELLiortT, HaARRIRT CLARA, —- July3 Poole & Kites, Taunton 

Forsey, Sir Jou, Tourleigh rd, Wandsworth Commoa June 30 Keld & Co, Bodford 
row 

Grpes, Mary ANN Sopnta, Worst*ad, Norfolk July 8 Good -hild, Norwich 

GORDON, LAWRANCE CHRISTIAN, San Francisc), USA July 8 Emanuel & Simmonds 
Finsbury sq 

Goves, Wii. Weston super Mare July 1 Smith & Sos, Weston super Mare 

HAMILTON, JOHN LODOWICK CLAUDE, Blackpool July 22 O'Vonoghue & Forbes, 
Bri-tol 

HANDS, ARTHUR C.JARLBS, King & Mills, 
Birmingham 

Hices, Eo1IrHh MARIANNE, Bristol July 24 Meade-King & Co, Bristol 

Hossox, Jou, Ecclesfie!d, Yorks July 15 Bingley & Dyson, eld 

HuRDS, HENRY, Kn'ghton on Teme, nr Tenbury, Wheelwright July 11 Davis & Ashley, 


Birmiogham, Metal Merchant July 31 


Teignmouth 
OVERTON, CHARLES Henry, Holland rd, Kensington 
RaBay, WILLIAM FREDERICK, South Go Istone, Surrey 
House 


ROWLANDS, JoserH, Neweastie upon T,ne, Frait Merchant 


upon Tyne 


Ruston, Faepentck WILLIAM, Wa'ton on Thames, Printer 


Victoria st 
Sanovson, Josern, Sheffield July 17 
SEWELL, Stoney Davies, Swansee July 2 
SrpweLL, BerTHAa, Ashford, Middix July 7 
STUPHEN, ALEXANDER, Belsize pk, Hampstead June 30 
Stows, Groner, and SARAH Strong, Dover July 2 
TaAVERNER, CHARLES HENRY, Birmingham, 
Birmingham 
WALMESLEY-CoTHAM, ALFRED ANGELUS, 
Colegrave, Arundel st 
WEBB, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Cambritge July 5 
WRSTON, ABIGAIL BARBakA, Copenhagen st, Islington 
Finsbury 
WHITE, MARY, 
YOXALL, WILLIAM, Kinderton, Chester, Farmer 


London Gazette 


Kesteven, Sheffield 


Grocer 


July 17 


AORED, EMA ELIZA, Beverley 
AIRnD, WILtLtam, Dover Hill, nr Folkestone, 
Hulme, Folkestone 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALDRE), MARGarneT Euma, Bedford 
Messrs Halliley & Morrison's Office, 
ford 

AmatTr, JOnN 
June 16 at 38 

BARKER, WILLIAM, 
Caterer June 17 at 10 
wich 

Beckett, Jonn THomas, Cheetham, 
ing Director June 16 at 2.30 
Manchester 

BERESFORD, HENRY ARTHUR, 
Keeper June 16 at il 
Preston 

BILKR, LILLY ALI B, Gorleston 
8, Kingst, Norwich 

BRADDON, FRED, Plymouth, 
7, Buckland st, Plymouth 

CakPEentes, Exum, Bristol June 16 at 11.30 
Baldwin st, Bristol 

DAYKIN, FREDERICK, Bellerby 
Dealer June 15 at 11.30 
Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

DRAPKIN, ALFRED, Manchester, Tubacconist June 16 at 3 
Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

EMERY, BENJAMIN, Reading, Carpenter June 16 at 12 
14, Bedford row 

FUNCK, HERMANN, G oucester ter, Bayswater, Ship an‘? 
Oil Broker June 15 atl Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

GRACR, ALPAED, Cricklade ay, Streatham, Buildsrs June 
15at 12 Bankruptey bidgas, Carey st 

HAWTHORNE BaRos, Stratford, Essex, Provision 
June l5atil Hankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Jongs, Joun Henry, Iiford, Essex June 16 at 11.30 
14, Bedford row 

MAYES, GEORGE GLADSTONE, Cambridge, Grocer June 15 
at 12 Off Ree, 5, Petty Cary, Cambridge 

Parkes, Taowas Haney, Brierley Hill, Staffs, Tobacco- 
nist June 15 at 12 Off Rec, 1 Priory st, Dudley 

PERKINS, THOMAS PHILLIP, New Bilton, Rugby, Com- 
mercial Clerk June 16‘at 12 Off Ree, 8, High st, 
Coventry 

PICKERING, EDGAR, Thorne, ar Doncaster June 16 at3 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

SHELBOURNB, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Margate, Stationer 
gone 16 at 10.45 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canter 
ur. 

Warts, ELizaseTn Sormta, Loughborough Jane 15 at 3 
Off Res, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


. ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALDRED, MaRGanet Emma, Bedford Belford Pet June 
3B Ord June s 


June §. 


15 at 3 
Bed- 


June 
Mill st, 


HARLEY, Loughborough, Auctioneer 

Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Woodbridge, Suffolk, Amusement 

Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ips 


Manchester, Manag- 
Off Rec, Byrom st, 


Blackpool, Lo iging House 
Off Rec, 18, Winckley st, 


June 16 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
Butcher June 16 at 3.15 
Of Rec, 26, 


nor Leyburn, Yorks, Cattle 
Of Rec, Court chmbrs, 


Dealers 


July5 
July 7 


Slade & Son, Swanage 
Coote & Ball, Staines 
Watkins & Co, 
Mowl! & Mow!ll, Dover 
July 1 


Ingatestone, Essex 
Barrett & Son, Lealenhal! st 
June 14 


Aylesbury July5 Wilkins & Son, Aylesbury 
Bygott & Sons, Middlewich 
TUESDAY, June & 


July 3 Williamson, Hull 
Licensed Victualler 





Movely, Threadneed!e st Tenbury 


Wordswoith, Gresham 


July 1 Kent, Newcastle 


June 30 Hudson, Queen 


MARKHAM, 


Sackville st 
Burton & Clark, 
July 7 Slaighter & 


STAN HOP 


Puiilips, South st, | TeTLow, 


ing Cro* 


MASON, ROWLAND, A ay Birmioghanm 
Nort, ANN, Bishop's Tawton, Devon July 2 
PEARCE, CHARLES Partir WiLitaM, Llandaff, Glam, Provision Merchant July § 
Robertson, Bute Docks, Cardiff 
PHILLIPS, THOMAS SHAW, Bath,JP July 17 Gush & Co, Finsbury cir 
Porteous, HENRIETTA CHARLOTTE, Bath 
SCHOFIELD, MrOHARL, Bowling, Braiford June 21 
Simmons, Josepn, Leicester, Newspaper 
THOMAS, Gravesend July 5 Mitcheil & Macartney, Gravesend 
Homas, Southpc rt on 
TROTTER, the a Dame Eva, Sloanest July 10 Redcliffes & ood, Craven st, Char- 


WALTON, WILLIAM, Blackburn | 
WHITTINGHAM, ELIZA, Hillmorton, 


JEFFERIS, ARTHUR HENRY, Manchester, Merchant July 5 Heywood & Co, Manches- 
ter 


KEANE, HARRIETTS, Broadhurst gdns, South Hampstead July 12 Stileman & Neate, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbu 
LAMB, THOMAS, Bidston. Chester, 
Lang, Josern JaMeps, Finchle 
GEORGE, Crowle, 


Sesenee July 10 Gindley, ae 
. ineer July 8 Alvar, Martin's ln 
Lineoin July 6 Cundall, Crowle 
“gy AY Perry & On, Birmingham 
1 eley & Co, Bideford 


July 8 Greenwell & Co, Berners st 
Ratcliffe & Green wood , Bradford 
Printer July 2 Owston & Co, Leicester 


July 15 Fletcher & Fletcher, Sout 


1 Rennison, Blackburn 
arwick July& Seabroke & Son, Rugby 
ictoria st 


WILBY, FREDERICK WILLAAM, North Finchley Jaly 8 Adams, V 


WILKES, JouN WILLIAM, Ledbury, 
W ooDHOUSE, ALFRED CHARLES, Blandford Forum, Dorset July 1 Peacock & Goddard, 


July 10 Beadley & 


South sq 








HARLEY, Louchborough, Auctioneer 
Leicester Pet Jane 4 Ord June4 

BARKER, WILLIAM, Woodbridg>, Suffolk, Amusement, 
Caterer Ipswich Pet June 3 Ord June3 

BERESFORD, HENRY ARTHUR, Blackpool, as house 
Keeper Blackpool Pet Jui ne? Ord J 

BRAHAM, ALEXANDER Jous, Birmingham, » Bir- 
miugham Pet May 21 Ord June 4 

CHISHOLM, FRANK WILFRED, Thornaby on Tees, Yorks 
| tree Stockton om Tees Pet June 4 Ord 
une 4 

CLEGe, WILLIAM HgNRY, Nelson, Lancs, Pictare Framer 
Burnley PetJune4 Ord June 4 

GILBERT, Pattie HOLLAND, Orlando rd, Clapham Wands- 
worth Pet May 10 Ord June é 

HARRISON, WILLIAM, Scarborough, 
borough PetJune 4 Ord June 4 

KELS\LL, Joun Hype, 8 ockport, Cheshire, Confectioner 
Stockport PetJune4 Ord June 4 

LACEY, THOMAS RICHARD, Battersea rise, Battersea, Gar- 
age Proprietor Wandaworth Pet June 1 urd June 4 

PERKINS, THOMAS PHILLIP, New Biltdn, Rugby, Com- 
mercial Clerk Coventry Pet June 8 Ord June 3 

Popork, JAMES, Bromiley, Ken:, Builder Croydon Pet 
May 13 Ord June 3 

PURVIS, MILLY HeNnateTtTa, Woods de Pack rd, Finchley, 
Barnet Pet April 10 Ord June 5 

QUINN, Patrick, Derby, Labourer Derby 
Ord June4 

RICHARDS, GzoRGE HENRY, Chester, Tailor and Draper 
Chester Pet April 30 Ord June3 

SooTT, GERALD ANOREW, St Albiss, Herts, Provision 
Dealer St Albans Pet April 26 Ord June 2 

SHELBOURNE, FaepericKk WILLIAM, Margate, Stationer 
Cantersary Pet June 5 Ord June 5 

STEVaNS, WILLIAM, Brighton Brighton 
Ord June 4 

THomas, some, Cwmavon, Glam, Coal Miner Neath Pet 
June5 Ord June 6 

TOLMAN, FREDERICK JAMES, Evstbourne, 
Kas‘bourne Pet May 18 Ori Jane 4 

Totr, Gkores BgeTrcueno, and Bertram Georce Howarp 
Tutt, Berkhamsted, Herw Bailders Aylesbury Pet 
May 6 Ord June4 

WabLey, Horace, Deal, Kent, Baker Chelmsford Pet 
May 28 Ord June 3 

Watts, WILLIAM ALBERT, Loughborough, Hosiery Manu- 
facturer Leicester Pet May 13 Ord June 5 

WINDER, JOHN CHARLES, Avenue rd, Highgate, Exporter 
High Court Pet April 16 Ord Jane 3 

Woops, ALFRED EDWARD, Balham High rd, U 
ing House Furnisher Wandsworth Pet 
une 2 


London Gatette.—FRIDAY, June 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BAMUET, WILLIAM Henry, Westcliff on 82a, 
Chelmsford Pet May$ Ord June 9 


AMATT, JOHN 


Hairdresser Scur- 


Pet June 4 


Pet April 1 


Auctioneer 


per Toot- 
ayll On 


Essex 





Hereford June 30 Hobson & Co, Redditch 


BASKIN, SAMUEL, Hightown, Manchester Journeyman 
Cabinet Maker Manchester Pet June 8 On 
une 8 
Rooth, Lady Teresa HoLMgEs, Roland gdns, Kensington, 
Widow High Court Pet May 7 Ord June 8 
BRANDON, THOMAS COOKE, Sandgate, Kent Canterbury 
Pet June8 Ord June 8 
BREARE, JOHN, Silsden or Keighley, Farmer Bradford 
Pet June9 Ord June 9 
BRETTELL, AMoS, and ALBERT BRETTELL, Newport, Mon 
Butchers Newport, Mon Pet June8 Ord June 8 
Brown, WALTER, elcester Stonemaso. Leicester Pet 
June 7 Ord June7 
CoLeEMAS, WILLIAM Henry, Blackwood, Mon, Baker 
Tredegar Pet June 6 Ord June 5 
DAVIkS, ALFRED CHARLES, Paternostor sq High Court 
Pet May6 Ord June8 
pave, Leah, Wentworth st High Court Pet June 8 Ord 
une 8 
DevutcH, BENJAMIN, = , Maida Vale High Court 
Pet Miy 11 Ord June 
FIELDER, JOHN GEORGE, Boea, Cl.thiers High Court 
Pet Junes8 Ori June 8 
FORDHAM, SAMOEL aes, * tildmay grove, Mildmay ie 
Harness Maker High Court Pet June7 Ord June7 
GrReaTeix, Tomas, Nottingham, Painter Nottingham 
Pet June 8 Ord Juae 8 
Gairritas, WILLIAM EDWARD, Casr‘eon, Mon, Turf Com- 
— Agent Newport, Mon Pet May 15 Ord 
une 
HARRIS, JOSEPH, > eee rd, Balham HighCourt Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 
ee ~ _—y" Lianelly, Coal Merchant Carmarthen 
Pet June 8 June 8 
JAMES, HENRY, r~ pu — -plate Worker Carmarthen 
Pet June 8 Ord June 8 
JEFFERSON, EDMUND, Pateley Bridge, Yorks, Farmer 
Northallerton Pet June 5 Ord June 5 
MALLETT, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Kessingland, Suffolk 
Builder Great Yarmouth Pet June8 Ord June $ 
MCNAY, JEANNETTE IsaBeEL GRAHAM, Westbourne ter 
High Court Pet June 7 Ord June 7 
MEASURES, WILLIAM Epwarp, Tali gton, Lincola, 
Farmer Peterborough Pet June 9 Ord June 9 
MILNS, ELIZA, Chorlion cum Hardy, Lancs Sulford Pet 
June8 Ord June 8 
Moss,-H, Harringay villas, Green Ins Edmonton Pet 
May 4 Ord June 7 
ra CHARLES, Regent st High Court Pet May 12 
9 


ne 
SmiTH, Banner Grorce Giteert, Shirland rd, Ma‘da 
Court Ord 


_ ea High Pet April 2% 

une 

TAYLOR, SipNer G, Wells rd, Regent's Park High Court 
Pet Mar 16 Ord June 7 

Van VLYMEN, NATHAN, Bethune ae Stoke Newington, 
|~ Tailor High Court Pet May 17 Ord 
une7 


Warts, Henry, Southampton, Bootmaker Svuuthamptom 
Pet June7 Ord June7 








